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tiERODOCTORY NOTE 


The discovery of , FAoctrine -òf incomme üsurables is attributed to 
Pythagoras. Thus Proclàs says (Comm. on ERR. A/p. 65, 19) that Pythagoras 
* discovered the theory OREL ORBE aci y the scholium on the begin- 
ning of Book x., also attributed.to Pus státes that the Pythagoreans were 
the first to address themselves to’ jo: 









pedis afion of commensurability, having 
discovered it by means of their observation of numbers. They discovered, 
the scholium continues, that not all magnitudes have a common measure. 
“ They called all magnitudes measurable by the same measure commensurable, 
but those which are not subject to the same measure incommensurable, 
and again such of these as are measured by some other common measure 
commensurable with one another, and such as are not, incommensurable with 
the others. And thus by assuming their measures they referred everything to 
differen? commensurabilities, but, though they were different, even so (they 
proved that) not all magnitudes are commensurable with any. (They showed 
that) all magnitudes can be rational (nra) and all irrational (&Aoya) in a 
relative sense (ds pds tt); hence the commensurable and the incommensurable 
would be for them za£ura/ (kinds) ($íc«), while the rational and irrational 
would rest on assumption or convention (0éc«)." The scholium quotes further 
the legend according to which “the first of the Pythagoreans who made public 
the investigation of these matters perished in a shipwreck," conjecturing that 
the authors of this story “perhaps spoke allegorically, hinting that everything 
irrational and formless is properly concealed, and, if any soul should rashly 
_ invade this region of life and lay it open, it would be carried away into the 
sea of becoming and be overwhelmed by its unresting currents.” There 
would be a reason also for keeping the discovery of irrationals secret for the 
time in the fact that it rendered unstable so much of the groundwork of 
geometry as the Pythagoreans had based upon the imperfect theory of 
proportions which applied only to numbers. We have already, after Tannery, 
referred to the probability that the discovery of incommensurability must 
have necessitated a great recasting of the whole fabric of elementary geometry, 
pending the discovery of the general theory of proportion applicable to 
incommensurable as well as to commensurable magnitudes. 
It seems certain that it was with reference to the length of the diagonal of 
a square or the hypotenuse of an isosceles right-angled triangle that Pythagoras 
made his discovery. Plato (Zheaetetus, 147 D) tells us that Theodorus of 
Cyrene wrote about square roots (8vvájes), proving that the square roots of 


1 I have already noted (Vol. i. p. 351) that G. Junge (Wann haben die Griechen das 
Trrationale enideckt?) disputes this, maintaining that it was the Pythagoreans, but not 
Pythagoras, who made the discovery. junge is obliged to alter the reading of the passage 
of Proclus, on what seems to be quite insufficient evidence; and in any case I doubt whether 


the point is worth so much labouring. 
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three square feet and five square feet are not commensurable with that of one 
square foot, and so on, selecting each such square root up to that of 17 square 
feet, at which for some reason he stopped. No mention is here made of ,/2, 
doubtless for the reason that its incommensurability had been proved before, 
ie. by Pythagoras. We know that Pythagoras invented a formula for finding 
right-angled triangles in rational numbers, and in connexion with this it was 
inevitable that he should investigate the relations between sides and hypotenuse 
in other right-angled triangles. He would naturally give special attention to 
the isosceles right-angled triangle; he would try to measure the diagonal, he 
would arrive at successive approximations, in rational fractions, to the value 
of ,/2; he would find that successive efforts to obtain an exact expression for 
it falled. It was however an enormous step to conclude that such exact 
expression was impossible, and it was this step which Pythagoras (or the 
Pythagoreans) made. We now know that the formation of the side- and 
diagonal-numbers explained by Theon of Smyrna and others was Pythagorean, 
and also that the theorems of Eucl. 1. 9, 10 were used by the Pythagoreans 
in direct connexion with this method of approximating to the value of ,/2. 
The very method by which Euclid proves these propositions is itself an indica- 
tion of their connexion with the investigation of ,/2, since he uses a figure 
made up of two isosceles right-angled triangles. 

The actual method by which the Pythagoreans proved the incommensura- 
bility of ,/2 with unity was no doubt that referred to by Aristotle (Azad. prior. 
1.23,41a 26—7),a reductio ad absurdum by which it is proved that, if the diagonal 
is commensurable with the side, it will follow that the same number is both 
odd and even. The proof formerly appeared in the texts of Euclid as x. 117, 
but it is undoubtedly an interpolation, and August and Heiberg accordingly 
relegate it to an Appendix. It is in substance as follows. 

Suppose AC, the diagonal of a square, to be commen- A B 
surable with 4.5, its side. Let a: f be their ratio expressed 
in the smallest numbers. 

Then a> f and therefore necessarily > 1. 


Now AC? : AB zai Bp 
and, since AC*=2AB?, [Eucl. 1. 47] 
o? = 2f. D C 


Therefore a? is even, and therefore a is even. 
Since æ : B is in its lowest terms, it follows that P must be oda. 


Put a= 2y; 
therefore Ay. = 2f, 
or p = 2y, 


so that £, and therefore 8, must be even. 
But 8 was also odd: 
which is impossible. 


_ This proof only enables us to prove the incommensurability of the 
diagonal of a square with its side, or of ,/2 with unity. In order to prove 
the incommensurabihty of the sides of squares, one of which has Zee times 
the area of another, an entirely different procedure is necessary ; and we find 
in fact that, even a century after Pythagoras! time, it was still necessary to use 
separate proofs (as the passage of the Theaetetus shows that Theodorus did) 
to establish the incommensurability with unity of ./3, J/5,... up to N17 
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This fact indicates clearly that the general theorem in Eucl. x. 9 that squares 
which have not to one another the ratio of a square number to a square number 
have their sides incommensurable in length was not arrived at all at once, but 
was, in the manner of the time, developed out of the separate consideration 
of special cases (Hankel, p. 103). 

The proposition x. 9 of Euclid is definitely ascribed by the scholiast to 
Theaetetus. Theaetetus was a pupil of Theodorus, and it would seem clear 
that the theorem was not known to Theodorus. Moreover the Platonic 
passage itself (Zheaet. 147 D sqq.) represents the young Theaetetus as striving 
after a general conception of what we call a suzZ. “The idea occurred to 
me, seeing that sguare roots (Svvápew) appeared to be unlimited in multitude, 
to try to arrive at one collective term by which we could designate all these 
square roots....I divided number in general into two classes. The number 
which can be expressed as equal multiplied by equal (tcov iodxis) I likened 
to a square in form, and I called it square and equilateral. ...The intermediate 
number, such as three, five, and any number which cannot be expressed as 
equal multiplied by equal, but is either less times more or more times less, so 
that it is always contained by a greater and less side, I likened to an oblong 
figure and called an oblong number....Such straight lines then as square the 
equilateral and plane number I defined as length (u#Kxos), and such as square 
the oblong sguare roots (Svvepes), as not being commensurable with the 
others in length but only in the plane areas to which their squares are 
equal.” 

There is further evidence of the contributions of Theaetetus to the theory 
of incommensurables in a commentary on Eucl. x. discovered, in an Arabic 
translation, by Woepcke (Mémoires présentés à l Académie des Sciences, XIN., 
1856, pp. 658—720). It is certain that this commentary is of Greek origin. 
Woepcke conjectures that it was by Vettius Valens, an astronomer, apparently 
of Antioch, and a contemporary of Claudius Ptolemy (2nd cent. A.D.) 
Heiberg, with greater probability, thinks that we have here a fragment of the 
commentary of Pappus (Zukiid-studien, pp. 169—71), and this is rendered 
practically certain by Suter (Die Mathematiker und Astronomen der Araber 
und ihre Werke, pp. 49 and 211). This commentary states that the theory 
of irrational magnitudes “ had its origin in the school of Pythagoras. It was 
considerably developed by Theaetetus the Athenian, who gave proof, in this 
part of mathematics, as in others, of ability which has been justly admired. 
He was one of the most happily endowed of men, and gave himself up, with a 
fine enthusiasm, to the investigation of the truths contained in these sciences, 
as Plato bears witness for him in the work which he called after his name. As 
for the exact distinctions of the above-named magnitudes and the rigorous 
demonstrations of the propositions to which this theory gives rise, I believe 
that they were chiefly established by this mathematician; and, later, the 
great Apollonius, whose genius touched the highest point of excellence in 
mathematics, added to these discoveries a number of remarkable theories 
after many efforts and much labour. 

* For Theaetetus had distinguished square roots [2uzssances must be the 
Suvdues of the Platonic passage] commensurable in length from those which 
are incommensurable, and had divided the well-known species of irrational 
lines after the different means, assigning the medial to geometry, the binomial 
to arithmetic, and the apofome to harmony, as is stated by Eudemus the 
Peripatetic. . . . 

* As for Euclid, he set himself to give rigorous rules, which he established, 
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relative to commensurability and incommensurability in general ; he made 
precise the definitions and the distinctions between rational and irrational 
magnitudes, he set out a great number of orders of irrational magnitudes, and 
finally he clearly showed their whole extent.” Ln 

The allusion in the last words must be apparently to X. 115, where it 1s 
proved that from the medial straight line an unlimited number of other 
irrationals can be derived all different from it and from one another. 

The connexion between the medial straight line and the geometric mean 
is obvious, because it is in fact the mean proportional between two rational 
straight lines “commensurable in square only.” Since Jj (x + y) is the arithmetic 
mean between x, y, the reference to it of the binomial can be understood. 
The connexion between the apotome and the harmonic mean is explained by 
some propositions in the second book of the Arabic commentary. ‘The 


harmonic mean between x, y is zo , and propositions of which Woepcke 
quotes the enunciations prove that, if a rational or a medial area has for one 
of its sides a Jinomial straight line, the other side will be an apotome of corre- 
sponding order (these propositions are generalised from Eucl. x. 111—4); the 
fact is that 2. = Gc aa (x-y). 

ety x—y 

One other predecessor of Euclid appears to have written on irrationals, 
though we know no more of the work than its title as handed down by 
Diogenes Laertius. According to this tradition, Democritus wrote cepi 
GÀóyev ypauj.dy kal vaorav B', two Books om irrational straight lines and 
solids (apparently). Hultsch (JVeue Jahrbücher für Philologie und Pädagogik, 
1881, pp. 578—9) conjectures that the true reading may be epi dAéyov 
ypappav kXacTóv, “on irrational broken lines." Hultsch seems to have 
in mind szrazgh! lines divided into two parts one of which is rational 
and the other irrational (^Aus einer Art von Umkehr des Pythagoreischen 
Lehrsatzes über das rechtwinklige Dreieck gieng zunächst mit Leichtigkeit 
hervor, dass man eine Linie construiren kónne, welche als irrational zu 
bezeichnen ist, aber durch Brechung sich darstellen lässt als die Summe 
einer rationalen und einer irrationalen Linie"). But I doubt the use of xAaerós 
in the sense of breaking one straight line into parts; it should properly mean 
a bent line, ie. two straight lines forming an angle or broken short off at their 
point of meeting. It is also to be observed that vaeróv is quoted as a 
Democritean word (opposite to «evóv) in a fragment of Aristotle (202). I see 
therefore no reason for questioning the correctness of the title of Democritus 
book as above quoted. 

I wil here quote a valuable remark of Zeuthen's relating to the classifi- 
cation of irrationals. He says (Geschichte der Mathematik im Altertum und 
Mittelalter, p. 56) “Since such roots of equations of the second degree as are 
incommensurable with the given magnitudes cannot be expressed by means 
of the latter and of numbers, it is conceivable that the Greeks, in exact 
investigations, introduced no approximate values but worked on with the 
magnitudes they had found, which were represented by straight lines obtained 
by the construction corresponding to the solution of the equation. That is 
exactly the same thing which happens when we do not evaluate roots but content 
ourselves with expressing them by radical signs and other algebraical symbols. 
But, inasmuch as one straight line looks like another, the Greeks did not get 





1 Diog. Laert. IX. 47, p. 239 (ed. Cobet). 
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the same clear view of what they denoted (ie. by simple inspection) as our 
system of symbols assures to us. For this reason it was necessary to under- 
take a classification of the irrational magnitudes which had been arrived at by 
successive solution of equations of the second degree.” To much the same 
effect Tannery wrote in 1882 (De la solution géométrique des problemes du 
second degré avant Euclide in Mémoires. de la Société des sciences physiques et 
naturelles de Bordeaux, 2° Série, 1v. pp. 395—416). Accordingly Book x. 
formed a repository of results to which could be referred problems which 
depended on the solution of certain types of equations, quadratic'and biquad- 
ratic but reducible to quadratics. 


Consider the quadratic equations 
Xx 20x. pt f.p -o, , 
where p is a rational straight line, and a, 8 are coefficients. Our quadratic 
equations in algebra leave out the p; but I put it in, because it has always to 
be remembered that Euclid's x is a straight line, not an algebraical quantity, 
and is therefore to be found in terms of, or in relation to, a certain assumed 
rational straight line, and also because with Euclid p may be not only of the 


2 2 
form a, where a represents a units of length, but also of the form <i T a, 


which represents a length “commensurable in square only” with the unit of 
length, or ,/A where 4 represents a number (not square) of units of area. 
The use therefore of p in our equations makes it unnecessary to multiply 
different cases according to the relation of p to the unit of length, and has the 
further advantage that, e.g., the expression p + „/Ž .p is just as general as the 
expression /&.p+./d.p, since p covers the form ,/&.p, both expressions 
covering a length either commensurable in length, or “commensurable in 
square only," with the unit of length. 
Now the positive roots of the quadratic equations 


X. 2ax.ptB.p-o 
can only have the following forms 
sepes VETA) nte 78) | 
w= (VEER +a), ni op(Va E Roa) J” 

The negative roots do not come in, since x must be a straight line. The 
omission however to bring in negative roots constitutes no loss of generality, 
since the Greeks would write the equation leading to negative roots in another 
form so as to make them positive, 1.e. they would change the sign of x in the 
equation. : . 

Now the positive roots x,, xj, x,, x,’ may be classified according to the 
character of the coefficents a, 8 and their relation to one another. 


I. Suppose that a, 8 do not contain any surds, i.e. are either integers or 
of the form m/z, where m, n are integers. 
Now in the expressions for x, x; it may be that 


(1) B is of the form A 
Euclid expresses this by saying that the square on ap exceeds the square 


on pv a? — B by the square on a straight line commensurable in length with op. 
In this case x, is, in Euclid's terminology, a frst binomial straight line, 


and x; a first apotome. 
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n o, 
(2) In general 6 not being of the form z^ 


x, is a fourth binomial, 
xy a fourth apotome. 


Next, in the expressions for x2, x’ it may be that 


2 . * . 
(1) B is equal to (e? + B), where m, n are integers, ie. B is of the form 


mw 


mn? 

Euclid expresses this by saying that the square on pod + B exceeds the 
square on ap by the square on a straight line commensurable in length with 
pro? B. l ; s 

In this case x, is, in Euclid's terminology, a second binomial, 

x, a second apotome. 


2 
a. 





2 
2 
29s 





(2) In general, B not being of the form 


x is a fifth binomial, 
x, a fifth apotome. 


m ; 
IL Now suppose that a is of the form x PE where zz, 7 are integers, and 


let us denote it by yA. 
Then in this case 
z,-p(JX- JX— B) oy =p(JA— NX — B) 
as mp (AE B JA), as mp (EB — JA). 
Thus x, x,' are of the same form as xs, xy. 
If VÀ- B in x,, x is not surd but of the form mn, and if AE B in xy, xy 
is not surd but of the form m/z, the roots are comprised among the forms 
already shown, the first, second, fourth and fifth binomials and apotomes. 


If k= B in x, æy is surd, then 








2 
(1) we may have £ of the form A and in this case 


x, is a third binomial straight line, 
xy a third apotome; 


(2) in general, B not being of the form zs 


xi ls a sixth binomial straight line, 
xy a sixth apotome. 


With the expressions for X4, X4 the distinction between the third and sixth 

binomials and apotomes is of course the distinction between the cases 
p : m? Pers * 
(x1) in which B=% (A+ B), or B is of the form ; x ^ 
Hu" -— A 

and (2) in which £ is not of this form. 

_ If we take the square root of the product of p and each of the six 
binomials and six apotomes just classified, i.e. 


p (at Na®— B), ph (Mo? +B x a), 
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in the six different forms that each may take, we find six new irrationals with 
a positive sign separating the two terms, and six corresponding irrationals with 
a negative sign. These are of course roots of the equations 


xt + 2ax?.p?+B.pt=o. 
These irrationals really come before the others in Euclid’s order (x. 36-— 


41 for the positive sign and x. 73—78 for the negative sign). As we shall 
see in due course, the straight lines actually found by Euclid are 


I. px J£. p, the binomial (4 èk 800 dvopdrwv) 
and the apotome (drorop%), 
which are the positive roots of the biquadratic (reducible to a quadratic) 
a*— 2 (x E) p. x? - (1-22 pt=o. : 
2. ip + hp, the first bimedial (êk 8vo0 pron rpo) 
and the frst apotome of a medial (péos anotou) mpory), 
which are the gon roots of 
x*— 2/5 (1 sede Ey p* =o. 


3. ht pt p, the second bimedial (èk 8v0 pérwy Oevrépa) 


and the second apotome of a medial (uéons droropy Sevrépa), 
which are the positive roots of the equation 
LER «€ CN a 
xí—2 JE d px p- o. 


E J2 t+ TR + et emen T 


the mayor (irrational straight line) (p.efov) 
and the minor (irrational straight line) (Adorwv), 
which are the positive roots of the equation 


x 


atcp. a+ = pi=o. 


5. Tes Vt Bee ETTI LE) JJ E- A, 


the “side” of a rational plus a medial (area) vaa xai uécov Ovvojiérg) 


and the “side” of a medial minus a rational area (in the Greek 7 pera pyrod 
pécov to dAov moodsa), 


which are the positive roots of the équation 


2 





4. 2 2 ici 
7 a Le m 
6 Mp 
. = IG p—— H— 
V2 apt EET 


the “side” of the sum of two s areas (Ñ 800 péra duvapevn) 


and the “side” of a medial minus a medial area (in the Greek 7 pera pévov 
pécov Tò Odor modra), 


which are the positive roots of the equation 


x*— 2 4JÀ. x3p ALES -9. 


8 BOOK X 


The above facts and formulae admit of being stated in a great variety of 
ways according to the notation and the particular letters used. Consequently 
the summaries which have been given of Eucl x. by various writers differ 
much in appearance while expressing the same thing in substance. The first 
summary in algebraical form (and a very elaborate one) seems to have been 
that of Cossali (Origine, trasporto in Italia, primi progressi in essa deil 
Algebra, Vol. iX pp. 242— 65) who takes credit accordingly (p. 265). In 
1794 Meier Hirsch published at Berlin an Alebraischer Commentar über das 
zehente Buch der Elemente des Euklides which gives the contents in algebraical 
form but fails to give any indication of Euclid's methods, using modern forms 
of proof only. In 1834 Poselger wrote a paper, Ueber das zehnte Buch der 
Elemente des Euklides, Yn. which he pointed out the defects of Hirsch's repro- 
duction and gave a summary of his own, which however, though nearer to 
Euclid's form, is difficult to follow in consequence of an elaborate system of 
abbreviations, and is open to the objection that it is not algebraical enough 
to enable the character of Euclid's irrationals to be seen at a glance. Other 
summaries wil be found (1) in Nesselmann, Die Algebra der Griechen, 
pp. 165—84; (2) in Loria, XZ periodo aureo della geometria greca, Modena, 
1895, pp. 40—9; (3) in Christensen's article “Ueber Gleichungen vierten 
Grades im zehnten Buch der Elemente Euklids” in the Zeitschrift für Math. u. 
Physik (Historisch-literavische Abtheilung), xxxiv. (1889), pp. 201—17. The 
only summary in English that I know is that in the Penny Cyclopaedia, under 
“Trrational quantity,” by De Morgan, who yielded to none in his admiration of 
Bookx. “Euclid investigates," says De Morgan, “every possible variety of lines 
which can be represented by J(./a t 4/2), a and 2 representing two commen- 
surable lines....This book has a completeness which none of the others (not 
even the fifth) can boast of: and we could almost suspect that Euclid, having 
arranged his materials in his own mind, and having completely elaborated 
the roth Book, wrote the preceding books after it and did not live to revise 
them thoroughly." 

Much attention was given to Book x. by the early algebraists. Thus 
Leonardo of Pisa (fl. about 1209 A.D.) wrote in the 14th section of his Liber 
Abaci on the theory of irrationalities (Ze tractatu binomiorum et recisorum), 
without however (except in treating of irrational trinomials and cubic irra- 
tionalities) adding much to the substance of Book x.; and, in investigating 
the equation 

X + 22° + 10x = 20, 


propounded by Johannes of Palermo, he proved that none of the irrationals 
in Eucl. x. would satisfy it (Hankel, pp. 344—6, Cantor, m, p. 43). Luca 
Paciuolo (about 1445—1514 A.D.) in his algebra based himself largely, as he 
himself expressly says, on Euclid x. (Cantor, m,, p. 293). Michael Stifel 
(1486 or 1487 to 1567) wrote on irrational numbers in the second Book of 
his Avithmetica integra, which Book may be regarded, says Cantor (11, p. 402), 
as an elucidation of Eucl x. The works of Cardano (1501—76) abound in 
speculations regarding the irrationals of Euclid, as may be seen by reference to 
Cossali (Vol. 1t, especially pp. 268—78 and 382—99); the character of 
the various odd and even powers of the binomials and apotomes is therein 
investigated, and Cardano considers in detail of what particular forms of 
equations, quadratic, cubic, and biquadratic, each class of Euclidean irrationals 
can be roots. Simon Stevin (1548—1620) wrote a Traité des incommensurables 
grandeurs en laquelle est sommairement déclaré le contenu du Dixiesme Livre 
@ Euclide (Oeuvres mathématiques, Leyde, 1634, pp. 219 sqq.); he speaks thus 
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of the book: “La difficulté du dixiesme Livre d’Euclide est 4 plusieurs 
devenue en horreur, voire jusque à l'appeler la croix des mathématiciens, 
matière trop dure à digérer, et en la quelle n’apergoivent aucune utilité,” a 
passage quoted by Loria (77 periodo aureo della geometria greca, p. 41). 

It will naturall be asked, what use did the Greek geometers actually 
make of the theory of irrationals developed at such length in Book x.? The 
answer is that Euclid himself, in Book xnr, makes considerable use of the 
second portion of Book x. dealing with the irrationals affected with a negative 
sign, the apotomes etc. One object of Book xit. is to investigate the relation 
of the sides of a pentagon inscribed in a circle and of an icosahedron and 
dodecahedron inscribed in a sphere to the diameter of the circle or sphere 
respectively, supposed rational. The connexion with the regular pentagon of 
a straight line cut in extreme and mean ratio is well known, and Euclid first 
proves (x1. 6) that, if a rational straight line is so divided, the parts are the 
irrationals called apotomes, the lesser part being a first apotome. Then, on 
the assumption that the diameters of a circle and sphere respectively are 
rational, he proves (X111. x1) that the side of the inscribed regular pentagon is 
the irrational straight line called zer, as is also the side of the inscribed 
icosahedron (xui. 16), while the side of the inscribed dodecahedron is the 
irrational called an apotome (xut. 17). 

Of course the investigation in Book x. would not have been complete if 
it had dealt only with the irrationals affected with a negative sign. Those 
affected with the positive sign, the dinomials etc., had also to be discussed, 
and we find both portions of Book x., with its nomenclature, made use of by 
Pappus in two propositions, of which it may be of interest to give the enun- 
ciations here. ! 

If, says Pappus (1v. p. 178), 4B be the rational diameter of a semicircle, and 
if 4B be produced to C so that BC is equal to the radius, if CD be a tangent, 


D 





A F B Č 


if E be the middle point of the arc BD, and if CE be joined, then CZ is the 
irrational straight line called szzzor. As a matter of fact, if p is the radius, 


CE =p (5 —2,/3) and can, / sta " Ji). 
A 2 2 


If, again (p. 182), CD be equal to the radius of a semicircle supposed 
B 


A H [e] D 


rational, and if the tangent DZ be drawn and the angle ADB be bisected by 
DF meeting the circumference in & then DF is the excess by which the 
binomial exceeds the straight line which produces with a rational area a medial 
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whole (see Eucl. x. 77). (In the figure DX is the binomial and KF the other 
irrational straight line.) As a matter of fact, if p be the radius, 


— e 2 
KD=p. 347 l and KF- p. /3 -1- p. ey ere ge - y J: 

Proclus tells us that Euclid left out, as alien to a selection of e/ements, the 
discussion of the more complicated irrationals, “the unordered irrationals which 
Apollonius worked out more fully” (Proclus, p. 74, 23), while the scholiast 
to Book x. remarks that Euclid does not deal with all rationals and irrationals 
but only the simplest kinds by the combination of which an infinite number 
of irrationals are obtained, of which Apollonius also gave some. The author 
of the commentary on Book x. found by Woepcke in an Arabic translation, 
and above alluded to, also says that “it was Apollonius who, beside the 
ordered irrational magnitudes, showed the existence of the unordered and by 
accurate methods set forth a great number of them.” It can only be vaguely 
gathered, from such hints as the commentator proceeds to give, what the 
character of the extension of the subject given by Apollonius may have been. 
See note at end of Book. 











DEFINITIONS. 


1. Those magnitudes are said to be commensurable 
which are measured by the same measure, and those incom- 
mensurable which cannot have any common measure. 


2. Straight lines are commensurable in square when 
the squares on them are measured by the same area, and 
incommensurable in square when the squares on them 
cannot possibly have any area as a common measure. 


3. With these hypotheses, it is proved that there exist 
straight lines infinite in multitude which are commensurable 
and incommensurable respectively, some in length only, and 
others in square also, with an assigned straight line. Let 
then the assigned straight line be called rational, and those 
straight lines which are commensurable with it, whether in 
length and in square or in square only, rational, but those 
which are incommensurable with it irrational. 


4. And let the square on the assigned straight line be 
called rational and those areas which are commensurable 
with it rational, but those which are incommensurable with 
it irrational, and the straight lines which produce them 
irrational, that is, in case the areas are squares, the sides 
themselves, but in case they are any other rectilineal figures, 
ie straight lines on which are described squares equal to 
them. 
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DEFINITION 1. 


5 , é@ À r Ss. ^ 3 ^ 2 z 3 ^ b¢, sl 

vppetpa eyéUn A€yerar TA TH abr pérpo perpotpeva, dovpyerpa. 0€, dv 
$ rs 

pydev évdéxerar Kowdv pérpov yevérOau. 


DEFINITION 2. 


> ^ Jt ^ ^ ^ 
Ebba. Suvdpe. ocvipperpol claw, dtav rà år abrav rerpéyova à odrQ Xopío 
^ 2 Zé F ^ > ^ 
perpfjrau dovpperpor 8é Orav rois da aùrêv terpaydvors pndev évdexnrar xopíov 
Kowóv pérpov yevéo Gas. ] i 


Commensurable in square is in the Greek duvdpe: rúpperpos. In earlier 
translations (e.g. Williamson’s) ŝvráue: has been translated **in power,” but, 
as the particular power represented by O/vajus in Greek geometry is square, 
I have thought it best to use the latter word throughout. It will be observed 
that Euclid's expression commensurable in square only (used in Def. 3 and 
constantly) corresponds to what Plato makes Theaetetus call a sguare root 
(Svvapus) in the sense of a surd. If a is any straight line, a and a./s, or 
a,/m and a/n (where m, n are integers or arithmetical fractions in their 
lowest terms, proper or improper, but not square) are commensurable in square 
only. Of course (as explained in the Porism to x. ro) all straight lines 
commensurable in length (we), in Euclid's phrase, are commensurable iz 
square also; but not all straight lines which are commensurable zz square are 
commensurable zz /ength as well. On the other hand, straight lines zucoz- 
mensurable in square are necessarily incommensurable zz ZengzA also; but not 
all straight lines which are incommensurable zz length are incommensurable 
in square. In fact, straight lines which are commensurable in square only are 
incommensurable zz dength, but obviously not incommensurable in square. 


DEFINITION 3. 


Toórov $mokeutévov Selxvurot, dt. TH mporeÜe(on edOcig. imápxovow edPetae 
mile depot ovpyetpol re kal agvpperpor ai wey pajkeu póvov, at dé kai Suvaper. 
KadeioOw obv 7 uiv mporebeioa e0Ü cia. pyry, kai ai rary ovpperpor etre pýre Kat 
Suvdyer cire Suvdmer póvov pytal, ai 8 ratty dovppetpor dAoyot kaheicOwcar. 


The first sentence of the definition is decidedly elliptical. It should, 
strictly speaking, assert that “with a given straight line there are an infinite 
number of straight lines which are (1) commensurable either (2) in square 
only or (4) in square and in length also, and (2) incommensurable; either 
(a) in length only or (4) in length and in square also.” 

The relativity of the terms rational and irrational is well brought out in 
this definition. We may set out azy straight line and call it rational, and it 
is then with reference to this assumed rational straight line that others are 
called rational or irrational. 

We should carefully note that the signification of ra/zena/ in Euclid is wider 
than in our terminology. With him, not only is a straight line commensurable zz 
length with a rational straight line rational, but a straight line is rational which 
is commensurable with a rational straight line zz sguare only. That is, if pisa 


rational straight line, not only is ae rational, where m, n are integers and 
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mn in its lowest terms is not square, but "i FILAS rational also. We should 


in this case call v = .p irrational. It would appear that Euclid’s termino- 


logy here differed as much from that of his predecessors as it does from 
ours. We are familiar with the phrase appyros Sidperpos ris meurdòos by 
which Plato (evidently after the Pythagoreans) describes the diagonal of a 
square on a straight line containing 5 units of length. This “inexpressible 
diameter of five (squared)” means 4/50, in contrast to the nrù Sidjerpos, the 
“expressible diameter” of the same square, -by which is meant the approxi- 


PE m 
mation /so—1, or 7. Thus for Euclid's predecessors z.p would 


apparently not have been rational but dpprros, “inexpressible,” i.e. irrational. 

I shall throughout my notes on this Book denote a razional straight line in 
Euclid's sense by p, and by p and o when two different rational straight lines are 
required. Wherever then I use p or ø, it must be remembered that p, « may 
have either of the forms a, ,/2.a, where a represents a units of length, a being 
either an integer or of the form m/n, where m, 2 are both integers, and Å is an 
integer or of the form 7/z (where both zz, z are integers) but not square. In 
other words, p, « may have either of the forms a or ,/A, where 4 represents 
4 units of area and A is integral or of the form m/z, where zz, 7 are both 
integers. It has been the habit of writers to give a and Va as the alternative 
forms of p, but I shall always use ./4 for the second in order to keep the 
dimensions right, because it must be borne in mind throughout that p is an 
irrational straight line. 

As Euclid extends the signification of rational ({yros, literally expressible), 
so he limits the scope of the term dAoyos (literally Aaving no ratio) as applied 
to straight lines. That this limitation was started by himself may perhaps be 
inferred from the form of words “et straight lines incommensurable with it 
be called irrational.” Irrational straight lines then are with Euclid straight lines 
commensurable wether in length nor in square with the assumed rational 
straight line. ./4.a@ where £ is not square is not irrational; //2. a is irrational, 
and so (as we shall see later on) is (V/k + /A) a. 


DEFINITION 4. 


Kai rò pèv darò ris mpotecions eideias rerpáyovov pytov, xoi và TOUT® 
oupperpa pytd, rà 88 rovro acúpperpa droya koAeíaÜco, kal ai Suvapevas abrà 
dAoyor, «i pev rerp&yava ein, adrai ai mÀeupai, ci 8€ Erepa twa edOvypappo, al 
(ca avrois rerpdywva dvaypdpovoat. 


As applied to azeas, the terms rational and irrational have, on the other 
hand, the same sense with Euclid as we should attach to them. According 
to Euclid, if p is a rational straight line in Azs sense, p? is rational and any 
area commensurable with it, ie. of the form p? (where & is an integer, or of 
the form m/n, where m, z are integers), is rational; but any area of the form 
V&.p is irrational. Euclid’s rational area thus contains A units of area, 
where 4 is an integer or of the form m/n, where m, z are integers; and his 
irrational area is of the form J.A. His irrational area is then connected 
with his irrational s/razgA? line by making the latter the square root of the 
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former. This would give us for the irrational straight line 4/k. ,/A, which of 
course includes 4/4. a. 

ai Suvdwerat ara are the straight lines the squares on which are equal to 
the areas, in accordance with the regular meaning of dvvacOa. It is scarcely 
possible, in a book written in geometrical language, to translate ŝvvapévņ as 
the sguare root (of an area) and Sóvaata« as fo be the square root (of an area), 
although I can use the term “square root” when in my notes I am using an 
algebraical expression to represent an area; I shall therefore hereafter use the 
word “side” for Svvauévg and “to be the side of” for B/vaafo, so that 
“side” will in such expressions be a short way of expressing the “side of 
a square equal to (an area).” In this particular passage it is not quite practi- 
cable to use the words “side of” or “straight line the square on which is equal 
to,” for these expressions occur just afterwards for two alternatives which the 
word òvvapévy covers. I have therefore exceptionally translated “‘ the straight 
lines which produce them” (i.e. if squares are described upon them as sides). 

ai ira aùroîs terpdywva avaypádovaa:, literally “the (straight lines) which 
describe squares equal to them”: a peculiar use of the active of avaypddev, 
the meaning being of course “the straight lines on which ave described the 
squares” which are equal to the rectilineal figures. 


BOOK X. PROPOSITIONS. 


PROPOSITION I. 


Two unequal magnitudes being set out, if from the greater 
there be subtracted a magnitude greater than tts half, and from 
that which is left a magnitude greater than its half, and if 
this process be repeated continually, there will be left some 
magnitude which will be less than the lesser magnitude set out. 


Let AB, C be two unequal magnitudes of which AB is 





the greater : KU " 
I say that, if from AB there be 4—7*—— ——5 
subtracted a magnitude greater Do co eco 


than its half, and from that which 

is left a magnitude greater than its half, and if this process be 
repeated continually, there will be left some magnitude which 
will be less than the magnitude C. 


For C if multiplied will sometime be greater than 447. 
[cf. v. Def. 4] 


Let it be multiplied, and let DE be a multiple of C, and 
greater than A47; 
let DE be divided into the parts DF, FG, GE equal to C, 
from AZ let there be subtracted ZÆ greater than its half, 
and, from AH, HK greater than its half, 
and let this process be repeated continually until the divisions 
in AB are equal in multitude with the divisions in DZ. 

Let, then, 4A, KH, HB be divisions which are equal in 
multitude with DF, FG, GE. 

Now, since DÆ is greater than 4B, 
and from DÆ there has been subtracted ÆG less than its 
half, 
and, from AŻ, BH greater than its half, 
therefore the remainder GD is greater than the remainder HA. 
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And, since GD is greater than A, 

and there has been subtracted, from GD, the half GF, 

and, from 77.4, HK greater than its half, 

therefore the remainder DF is greater than the remainder AX. 
But DF is equal to C; 

therefore C is also greater than AK. 


Therefore AX is less than C. 
Therefore there is left of the magnitude 4B the magnitude 
AK which is less than the lesser magnitude set out, namely C. 
Q. E. D. 


And the theorem can be similarly proved even if the parts 
subtracted be halves. 


This proposition will be remembered because it is the lemma required in 
Euclid's proof of xix. 2 to the effect that circles are to one another as the 
squares on their diameters. Some writers appear to be under the impression 
that xir. 2 and the other propositions in Book xu. in which the method of 
exhaustion is used are the only places where Euclid makes use of x. 1 ; and it 
is commonly remarked that x. 1 might just as well have been deferred till the 
beginning of Book xu. Even Cantor (Gesch. d. Math. 13, p. 269) remarks 
that “ Euclid draws no inference from it [x. 1], not even that which we should 
more than anything else expect, namely that, if two magnitudes are incom- 
mensurable, we can always form a magnitude commensurable with the first 
which shall differ from the second magnitude by as little as we please." But, 
so far from making no use of x. 1 before xu. 2, Euclid actually uses it in the 
very next proposition, X. 2. This being so, as the next note will show, it 
follows that, since X. 2 gives the criterion for the incommensurability of two 
magnitudes (a very necessary preliminary to the study of incommensurables), 
X. I comes exactly where it should be. 

Euclid uses X. 1 to prove not only xu. 2 but x1. 5 (that pyramids with the 
same height and triangular bases are to one another as their bases), by means 
of which he proves (xit. 7 and Por.) that any pyramid is a third part of the 
prism which has the same base and equal height, and xır. ro (that any cone 
is a third part of the cylinder which has the same base and equal height), 
besides other similar propositions. Now xu. 7 Por. and XII. ro are theorems 
specifically attributed to Eudoxus by Archimedes (Oz the Sphere and Cylinder, 
Preface), who says in another place (Quadrature of the Parabola, Preface) that 
the first of the two, and the theorem that circles are to one another as the 
squares on their diameters, were proved by means of a certain lemma which 
he states as follows: “Of unequal lines, unequal surfaces, or unequal solids, 
the greater exceeds the less by such a magnitude as is capable, if added 
[continually] to itself, of exceeding any magnitude of those which are 
comparable with one another," ie. of magnitudes of the same kind as the 
original magnitudes. Archimedes also says (/oc cf.) that the second of 
the two theorems which he attributes to Eudoxus (Eucl xI. 10) was 
proved by means of ‘‘a lemma similar to the aforesaid.” The lemma 
stated thus by Archimedes is decidedly different from X. 1, which, however, 
Archimedes himself uses several times, while he refers to the use of it 
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in xr. 2 (On the Sphere and Cylinder, 1. 6). As I have before suggested 
(The Works of Archimedes, p. xlviii), the apparent difficulty caused by the 
mention of zwo lemmas in connexion with the theorem of Eucl. xit. 2 may be 
explained by reference to the proof of x. r. Euclid there takes the lesser 
magnitude and says that it is possible, by multiplying it, to make it some time 
exceed the greater, and this statement he clearly bases on the 4th definition of 
Book v., to the effect that “magnitudes are said to bear a ratio to one another 
which can, if multiplied, exceed one another" Since then the smaller 
magnitude in X. r may be regarded as the difference between some two 
unequal magnitudes, it is clear that the lemma stated by Archimedes is in 
substance used to prove the lemma in x. 1, which appears to play so much 
larger a part in the investigations of quadrature and'cubature which have come 
down to us. 

Besides being employed in Eucl. x. 1, the “Axiom of Archimedes” appears 
in Aristotle, who also practically quotes the result of x. 1 itself. Thus he 
says, Physics vill. 10, 266 b 2, “ By continually adding to a finite (magnitude) 
I shall exceed any definite (magnitude), and similarly by continually subtract- 
ing from it I shall arrive at something less than it,” and z2z7. n. 7, 207 b 1o 
“ For bisections of a magnitude are endless." It is thus somewhat misleading 
to use the term “Archimedes Axiom” for the “lemma” quoted by him, 
since he makes no claim to be the discoverer of it, and it was obviously much 
earlier. 

Stolz (quoted by G. Vitali in Questioni riguardanti la geometria elementare, 
pp. 91—2) showed how to prove the so-called Axiom or Postulate of Archimedes 
by means of the Postulate of Dedekind, thus. Suppose the two magnitudes 
to be straight lines. It is required to prove that, given two straight lines, there 
always exists a multiple of the smaller which is greater than the other. 

Let the straight lines be so placed that they have a common extremity and 
the smaller lies along the other on the same side of the common extremity. 

If AC be the greater and AZ the smaller, we have to prove that there 
exists an integral number z such that 2. 4B > AC. 

Suppose that this is not true but that there are some points, like 5, not 
coincident with the extremity 4, and such that, z being any integer however 
great, n. AB< AC; and we have to prove that this assumption leads to an 
absurdity. 


KU, NC SERERE EET 
A X Y B c 


The points of 4 C may be regarded as distributed into two “parts,” namely 
(1) points Æ for which there exists no integer z such that x. AH > AC, 

(2) points Æ for which an integer z does exist such that 2. AK > AC. 

This division into parts satisfies the conditions for the application of 
Dedekind's Postulate, and therefore there exists a point M such that the 
points of AM belong to the first part and those of MC to the second part. 

Take now a point Y on MC such that MY < AM. The middle point (X) 
of A Y will fall between A and JZ and will therefore belong to the first part ; 
but, since there exists an integer z such that z. Y> AC, it follows that 
22.4 X > AC: which is contrary to the hypothesis. 
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PROPOSITION 2. 


Lf, when the less of two unequal magnitudes ts continually 
subtracted in turn from the greater, that which ts left never 
measures the one before it, the magnitudes will be incom- 
mensurable. 


For, there being two unequal magnitudes 42, CD, and 
AB being the less, when the less is continually subtracted 
in turn from the greater, let that which is left over never 
measure the one before it; 


I say that the magnitudes 4B, CD are incommensurable. 


E G B 


en EO eS Ee 
Cc É D 








For, if they are commensurable, some magnitude will 
measure them. 
Let a magnitude measure them, if possible, and let it be Æ; 


let 4B, measuring FD, leave CF less than itself, 
let CF measuring BG, leave AG less than itself, 


and let this process be repeated continually, until there is left 
some magnitude which is less than Æ. 
Suppose this done, and let there be left 4G less than Z. 
Then, since Æ measures 4B, 
while 4B measures DF, 
therefore Æ will also measure ED. 
But it measures the whole C2 also ; 
therefore it will also measure the remainder CF. 
But CF measures BG; 
therefore E also measures BG. 
But it measures the whole AB also; 
therefore it will also measure the remainder AG, the greater 
the less: 
which is impossible. 
Therefore no magnitude will measure the magnitudes 4B, 
CD; 


therefore the magnitudes 4B, CD are incommensurable. 
[x. Def. 1] 


. Therefore etc. 
H. E. Iii. 2 
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This proposition states the test for incommensurable magnitudes, founded 
on the usual operation for finding the greatest common measure. The sign 
of the incommensurability of two magnitudes is that this operation never 
comes to an end, while the successive remainders become smaller and smaller 
until they are less than any assigned magnitude. 

Observe that Euclid says “let this process be repeated continually until 
there is left some magnitude which is less than Æ.” Here he evidently 
assumes that the process wX some time produce a remainder less than any 
assigned magnitude Æ. Now this is by no means self-evident, and yet 
Heiberg (though so careful to supply references) and Lorenz do not refer to 
the basis of the assumption, which is in reality X. r, as Billingsley and 
Williamson were shrewd enough to see. The fact is that, if we set off a 
smaller magnitude once or oftener along a greater which it does not exactly 
measure, until the remainder is less than the smaller magnitude, we take away 
from the greater more than tts half. Thus, in the figure, FD is more than the 
half of CD, and BG more than the half of 42. If we continued the process, 
AG marked off along CF as many times as possible would cut off more than 
its half; next, more than half 4G would be cut off, and so on. Hence along 
CD, AB alternately the process would cut off more than half, then more than 
half the remainder and so on, so that on ġot lines we should ultimately 
arrive at a remainder less than any assigned length. 

The method of finding the greatest common measure exhibited in this 
proposition and the next is of course again the same as that which we use and 
which may be shown thus: 


The proof too is the same as ours, taking just the same form, as shown in the 
notes to the similar propositions vir. 1, 2 above. In the present case the 
hypothesis is that the process never stops, and it is required to prove that a, à 
cannot in that case have any common measure, as f. For suppose that f is a 
common measure, and suppose the process to be continued until the remainder 
e, say, is less than f. 

Then, since f measures a, 2, it measures a — gd, or c. : 
. Since f measures 4, c, it measures $- qc, or d; and, since f measures 4 d, 
it measures ¢— zd, or e: which is impossible, since e < f. 

Euclid assumes as axiomatic that, if f measures a, J, it measures za + nd. 

In practice, of course, it is often unnecessary to carry the process far in 
order to see that it will never stop, and consequently that the magnitudes are 
incommensurable. A good instance is pointed out by Allman (Greek Geometry 
from Thales to Euclid, pp. 42, 137—8). Euclid proves in xm. 5 that, if 4B 
be cut in extreme and mean ratio at C, and if 
DA equal to AC be added, then DB is also cut D A C B 
in extreme and mean ratio at 4. This is indeed : 
obvious from the proof of 11. 11. It follows conversely that, if BD is cut into 
extreme and mean ratio at 4, and AC, equal to the lesser segment 4D, be 
subtracted from the greater 4.5, 4B is similarly divided at C. We can then 
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mark off from 4C a portion equal to CB, and AC will then be similarly divided, 
and so on. Now the greater segment in a line thus divided is greater than 
half the line, but it follows from xiir. 3 that it is less than twice the lesser 
segment, i.e. the lesser segment can never be marked off more than orce from 
the greater. Our process of marking off the lesser segment from the greater 
continually is thus exactly that of finding the greatest common measure. If, 
therefore, the segments were commensurable, the process would stop. But it 
clearly does not ; therefore the segments are incommensurable. 

Allman expresses the opinion that it was rather in connexion with the line 
cut in extreme and mean ratio than with reference to the diagonal and side 
of a square that Pythagoras discovered incommensurable magnitudes. But 
the evidence seems to put it beyond doubt that the Pythagoreans did discover 
the incommensurability of ,/2 and devoted much attention to this particular 
case. "The view of Allman does not therefore commend itself to me, though 
it is likely enough that the Pythagoreans were aware of the incommensura- 
bility of the segments of a line cut in extreme and mean ratio. At all events 
the Pythagoreans could hardly have carried their investigations into the in- 
commensurability of the segments of this line very far, since Theaetetus is 
sald to have made the first classification of irrationals, and to him is also, 
with reasonable probability, attributed the substance of the first part of Eucl. 
XIII, in the sixth proposition of which occurs the proof that the segments of a 
rational straight line cut into extreme and mean ratio are apotomes. 

Again, the incommensurability of ,/2 can be proved by a method 
practically equivalent to that of x. 2, and without carrying the process very 
far. This method is given in Chrystal’s Zexz- 
book of Algebra (1. p. 270). Let d, a be the B á A 
diagonal and side respectively of à square 
ABCD. Mark off df along AC equal to a. 
Draw FE at right angles to 4C meeting BC 





in Æ. , 
It is easily proved that n) d 
BE = EF= FC, e à A 
CE= AC-AB=4-4 nnn. (1). i 
CE=CB- CF-a-(d—a) X B 
= 2 -d......... (2) 


Suppose, if possible, that Z, a are commensurable. If d, a are both 
commensurably expressible in terms of any finite unit, each must be an 
integral multiple of a certain finite unit. 

But from (1) it follows that CA, and from (2) it follows that CZ, is. an 
integral multiple of the same unit. 

And CZ, CE are the side and diagonal of a square CFEG, the side of 
which is Zess than half the side of the original square. If a, d are the side and 
diagonal of this square, 

a=d-a 
d=24-d } i 

Similarly we can form a square with side a, and diagonal d, which are less 
than half a, d, respectively, and as, d, must be integral multiples of the same 
unit, where 

a, — d, — a, 
a, = 20,— 4; 
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and this process may be continued indefinitely until (x. 1) we have a square 
as small as we please, the side and diagonal of which are integral multiples of 
a finite unit: which is absurd. 

Therefore a, d axe incommensurable. 

It will be observed that this method is the opposite of that shown in the 
Pythagorean series of side- and diagonal-numbers, the squares being 
successively smaller instead of larger. 


PROPOSITION 3. 


Given two commensurable magnitudes, to find their greatest 
common measure. 


Let the two given commensurable magnitudes be 48, CD 
of which 44 is the less ; 
thus it is required to find the greatest common measure of 
AB, CD. 

Now the magnitude 42 either measures C or it does 
not. 
If then it measures it—and it measures itself also—.4 7 is 
a common measure of AB, CD. 

And it is manifest that it is also the greatest ; 
for a greater magnitude than the magnitude A will not 
measure AB. 


G 
A F 





B 





c 





É D 


Next, let AZ not measure CD. 

Then, if the less be continually subtracted in turn from 
the greater, that which is left over will sometime measure 
the one before it, because 44, CD are not incommensurable ; 


f. x. 
let AZ, measuring ED, leave EC less than itself, ERI 


let EC, measuring FÐ, leave AF less than itself, 
and let A F measure CZ. 
Since, then, AF measures CZ, 
while CZ measures FP, 
therefore 4F will also measure ZZ. 
But it measures itself also ; 
therefore AF will also measure the whole 4B. 
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But AB measures DE; 
therefore AF will also measure £D. 
But it measures CZ also; 
therefore it also measures the whole CD. 
Therefore AF is a common measure of AB, CD. 


I say next that it is also the greatest. 

For, if not, there will be some magnitude greater than dF 
which will measure 442, CD. 

Let it be G. 

Since then G measures A P, 


while AB measures £D, 
therefore G will also measure ED. 
But it measures the whole CD also; 
therefore G will also measure the remainder CZ. 
But CZ measures F7; 
therefore G will also measure FB. 
But it measures the whole AZ also, 
and it will therefore measure the remainder AF, the greater 
the less : 
which is impossible. 
Therefore no magnitude greater than AF will measure 
AB, CD; 
therefore AF is the greatest common measure of AB, CD. 


Therefore the greatest common measure of the two given 
commensurable magnitudes 42, CD has been found. 
Q. E. D. 


Porism. From this it is manifest that, if a magnitude 
measure two magnitudes, it will also measure their greatest 
common measure. 


This proposition for two commensurable magnitudes is, mutatis mutandis, 
exactly the same as vu. 2 for numbers. We have the process 


where c is equal to vd and therefore there is no remainder. 
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It is then proved that Z is a common measure of a, 4; and next, by a 
reductio ad absurdum, that it is the greazest common measure, since any 
common measure must measure d, and no magnitude greater than Z can 
measure d. The reductio ad absurdum is of course one of form only. 

The Porism corresponds exactly to the Porism to vil. 2. A 

The process of finding the greatest common measure is probably given in 
this Book, not only for the sake of completeness, but because in X. 5 a 
common measure of two magnitudes 4, B is assumed and used, and therefore 
it is important to show that such a measure can be found if not already 
known. 


PROPOSITION 4. 

Given three commensurable magnitudes, to find their greatest 
common measure. 

Let 4, B, C be the three given commensurable magnitudes; 
thus it is required to find the greatest 
common measure of 4, 5, C. AL c. 

Let the greatest common measure B 
of the two magnitudes 4, 7 be taken, c —— —— 
and let it be D; [x. 3] D 
then D either measures C, or does 
not measure it. 


First, let it measure it. 
Since then D measures C, 

while it also measures 4, B, 

therefore D is a common measure of 4, B, C. 
And it is manifest that it is also the greatest ; 


for a greater magnitude than the magnitude D does not 
measure A, B. 





Next, let D not measure C. 
I say first that C, D are commensurable. 
For, since 4, B, C are commensurable, 


some magnitude will measure them, 
and this will of course measure 4, B also ; 


so that it will also measure the greatest common measure of 
A, B, namely D. [x 3, Por.] 


But it also measures C; 
so that the said magnitude will measure GD: 
therefore C, D are commensurable. 
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Now let their greatest common measure be taken, and let 
it be Æ. [x. 3] 
Since then Æ measures D, 
while D measures 4, B, 
therefore Æ will also measure 4, 2. 
But it measures C also ; 
therefore Æ measures A, B, C; 
therefore E is a common measure of 4, B, C. 


I say next that it is also the greatest. 

For, if possible, let there be some magnitude / greater than 
E, and let it measure A, B, C. 

Now, since / measures 4, P, C, 
it will also measure 4, 2, 
and will measure the greatest common measure of A, B. 


[x. 3, Por.] 
But the greatest common measure of 4, Bis D; 


therefore / measures D. 
But it measures C also ; 
therefore F measures C, D; 
therefore F will also measure the greatest common measure 
of C, D. [x. 3, Por.] 
But that is £; 
therefore F will measure Æ, the greater the less : 
which is impossible. 
Therefore no magnitude greater than the magnitude Æ 
will measure 4, B, C; 
therefore Æ is the greatest common measure of 4, B, C T D 
do not measure C, 


and, if it measure it, D is itself the greatest common measure. 


Therefore the greatest common measure of the three given 
commensurable magnitudes has been found. 


Porism. From this it is manifest that, if a magnitude 
measure three magnitudes, it will also measure their greatest 
common measure. 

Similarly too, with more magnitudes, the greatest common 
measure can be found, and the porism can be extended. 

Q. E. D. 
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This proposition again corresponds exactly to vit. 3 for numbers. As 
there Euclid thinks it necessary to prove that, a, 4, c not being prime to one 
another, Z and c are also not prime to one another, so here he thinks it 
necessary to prove that g, ¢ are commensurable, as they must be since any 
common measure of a, 4 must be a measure of their greatest common 


measure d (x. 3, Por.). . 
The argument in the proof that e, the greatest common measure of d, c, is 


the greatest common measure of a, 4, 4 is the same as that in vir. 3 and x. 3. 

The Porism contains the extension of the process to the case of four 
or more magnitudes, corresponding to Heron's remark with regard to the 
similar extension of vil. 3 to the case of four or more numbers. 


PROPOSITION 5. 


Commensurable magnitudes have to one another the ratio 
which a number has to a number. 


Let 4, B be commensurable magnitudes ; 
I say that A has to B the ratio which a number has to a 
number. 

For, since 4, B are commensurable, some magnitude will 


measure them. 
Let it measure them, and let it be C. 


A B c 
D 
E 


And, as many times as C measures 4, so many units let 
there be in D; 


nS as many times as C measures 2, so many units let there 
e in £. 


Since then C measures 4 according to the units in 2, 
while the unit also measures J according to the units in it, 


therefore the unit measures the number D the same number 
of times as the magnitude C measures 4 ; 


therefore, as C is to A, so is the unit to D ; [vi1. Def. 20] 
therefore, inversely, as 4 is to C, so is D to the unit. 
[cf. v. 7, Por.] 


Again, since C measures P according to the units in Æ, 
while the unit also measures £ according to the units in it, 
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therefore the unit measures Æ the same number of times as C 
measures 2; 


therefore, as C is to B, so is the unit to Z. 
But it was also proved that, 
as 4 is to C, so is D to the unit ; 
therefore, ex aegualz, 
as 4 is to P, so is the number D to Æ. [v. 22] 


Therefore the commensurable magnitudes 4, P have to 
one another the ratio which the number J has to the number Æ. 
Q. E. D. 


The argument is as follows. If e, ? be commensurable magnitudes, they 
have some common measure c, and i 


& — 1, 
b — nc, 
where 7, z are integers. 
It follows that pur ER (1), 
or, inversely, Q:€ —27i1lj 
and also that CiÓ— Ii", 
so that, ex aequali, a:b-2 mm. 


It will be observed that, in stating the proportion (1), Euclid is merely 
expressing the fact that a is the same multiple of c that s is of 1. In other 
words, he rests the statement on the definition of proportion in vit. Def. 20. 
This, however, is applicable only to four numdéers, and c, a are not numbers but 
magnitudes. Hence the statement of the proportion is not legitimate unless 
it is proved that it is true in the sense of v. Def. 5 with regard to magnitudes 
in general, the numbers 1, z being magnitudes. Similarly with regard to the 
other proportions in the proposition. 

There is, therefore, a hiatus. Euclid ought to have proved that magnitudes 
which are proportional in the sense of vir. Def. 20 are also proportional in the 
sense of V. Def. 5, or that the proportion of numbers is included in the 
proportion of magnitudes as a particular case. Simson has proved this in his 
Proposition C inserted in Book v. (see Vol. 11. pp. 126—8). The portion of 
that proposition which is required here is the proof that, 


if a=mb 
c= ma } : 
then a:b=c:4d, in the sense of v. Def. 5. 
Take any equimultiples ža, 7c of a, c and any equimultiples gb, gd of 5, d. 
Now pa=pmb 
pe=pmd } i 


But, according as pmb » — « gb, pmd » — « gd. 
Therefore, according as fa > =< 45, ja > =< qd. 

And ża, pe are any equimultiples of a, ¢ and gb, gd any equimultiples 
of 2, d. 

Therefore a:b=c:d. [v. Def. 5.] 
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PROPOSITION 6. 
If two magnitudes have to one another the ratio which a 
number has to a number, the magnitudes will be commensurable. 
For let the two magnitudes 4, Z have to one another the 
ratio which the number Ø has to the number Æ ; 
s I say that the magnitudes 4, Z are commensurable. 
B2 c 





A——————— 
D 
E 
For let A be divided into as many equal parts as there 
are units in 2D, 
and let C be equal to one of them ; 
and let F be made up of as many magnitudes equal to C as 
10 there are units in Æ. 
Since then there are in 4 as many magnitudes equal to C 
as there are units in D, 
whatever part the unit is of D, the same part is C of A also; 
therefore, as C is to A, so is the unit to D. [vri. Def. 20] 
15 But the unit measures the number D ; 
therefore C also measures A. 
And since, as C is to A, so is the unit to D, 
therefore, inversely, as 4 is to C, so is the number D to the 
unit. (cf. v. 7, Por.] 
20 Again, since there are in F as many magnitudes equal 
to C as there are units in Æ, 
therefore, as C is to Æ so is the unit to Æ. [vri. Def. 20] 
But it was also proved that, 
as A is to C, so is D to the unit; 


F 





25 therefore, ex aegualt, as A is to F, so is D to £. [v. 22] 
But, as D is to E, so is A to B; 
therefore also, as 4 is to B, so is it to F also. [v. 11] 


Therefore 4 has the same ratio to each of the magnitudes 
B,F; : 
3o therefore B is equal to F. [v. 9] 
But C measures Æ; 
therefore it measures Z also. 
Further it measures 4 also; 
therefore C measures 4,.2. 
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35 Therefore 4 is commensurable with 2. 
Therefore etc. 


Ponrsw. From this it is manifest that, if there be two 
numbers, as D, Æ, and a straight line, as A, it is possible to 
make a straight line [F] such that the given straight line is to 

4o it as the number D is to the number Æ. 

And, if a mean proportional be also taken between 4, F, 
as B, 

as A is to F, so will the square on A be to the square on 7, 
that is, as the first is to the third, so is the figure on the first 

45 to that which is similar and similarly described on the second. 
[vi. 19, Por.] 
But, as 4 is to Æ, so is the number 2 to the number Æ; 


therefore it has been contrived that, as the number D is to 
the number Z, so also is the figure on the straight line 4 to 
the figure on the straight line 2. Q. E. D. 


15. But the unit measures the number D; therefore C also measures A. 
These words are redundant, though they are apparently found in all the Mss. 


The same link to connect the proportion of numbers with the proportion 
of magnitudes as was necessary in the last proposition is necessary here. This 
being premised, the argument is as follows. 


Suppose a:b-m:m, 
where zz, n are (integral) numbers. 
Divide a into zz parts, each equal to 4 say, 


so that a = m. 
Now take Z such that d= nc. 
Therefore we have Q:6—m:I, 

and cid-1: 

so that, ex aequat, a:d=min 


=a:6, by hypothesis. 
Therefore b=d= xz, 
so that c measures 4 z times, and g, ò are commensurable. 
The Porism is often used in the later propositions. It follows (1) that, if 
a be a given straight line, and m, 2 any numbers, a straight line x can be 
found such that 
&:x-m:m. 
(2) We can find a straight line y such that 
Qiy-m:m. f 
For we have only to take y, a mean proportional between a and x, as 
Er bet Dum in which case 4, y, x are in continued proportion and 
v. Def. 9 


2. 


diy-a:x 
zi. 
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PROPOSITION 7. 


Incommensurable magnitudes have not to one another the 
ratio which a number has to a number. 

Let 4, B be incommensurable magnitudes ; 
I say that A has not to B the ratio which a number has to a 
number. 

For, if 4 has to B the ratio which a number has to a 


number, 4 will be commensurable with 2. [x. 6] 
But it is not; : 
therefore A has not to B the ratio which a CUT 





number has to a number. 
Therefore etc. 


Proposition 8. 


If two magnitudes have not to one another the ratio which 
a number has to a number, the magnitudes will be incom- 
mensuvable. 

For let the two magnitudes 4, B not have to one another 
the ratio which a number has to a number; 
I say that the magnitudes A, B are incom- 
mensurable. 

For, if they are commensurable, 4 will have to B the 
ratio which a number has to a number. [x. 5] 

But it has not ; 
therefore the magnitudes 4, B are incommensurable. 

Therefore etc. 


A 
B 





PROPOSITION 9. 


The squares on straight lines commensurable in length have 
£o one another the ratio which a square number has to a square 
number ; and squares which have to one another the ratio 
which a square number has to a square number will also have 
their sides commensurable in length. But the squares on 
straight lines tncommensurable im length have not to one 
another the ratio which a square number has to a square 
number; and squares which have not to one another the ratio 
which a square number has to a square number will not have 
their sides commensurable in length either. 
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For let 4, B be commensurable in length ; 


I say that the square on 4 
has to the square on B the 
ratio which a square number 
has to a square number. 

For, since 4 is commensurable in length with Z, 
therefore A has to B the ratio which a number has to a 
number. [x- 5] 

Let it have to it the ratio which C has to D. 

Since then, as 4 is to B, so is C to D, 
while the ratio of the square on 4 to the square on B is 
duplicate of the ratio of 4 to B, 
for similar figures are in the duplicate ratio of their corre- 
sponding sides; [vr. 2o, Por.] 
and the ratio of the square on C to the square on D is duplicate 
of the ratio of C to D, 


for between two square numbers there is one mean proportional 
number, and the square number has to the square number the 
ratio duplicate of that which the side has to the side ; [vir 11] 


therefore also, as the square on 4 is to the square on Ø, so 
is the square on C to the square on D. 


A B 
[e] 
D 











Next, as the square on 4 is to the square on P, so let 
the square on C be to the square on D; 


I say that 4 is commensurable in length with Z. 


For since, as the square on 4 is to the square on A, so is 
the square on C to the square on D, 


while the ratio of the square on 4 to the square on P is 
duplicate of the ratio of A to B, 
and the ratio of the square on C to the square on J is duplicate 
of the ratio of C to D, 
therefore also, as Æ is to Z2, so is C to D. 

Therefore 4 has to & the ratio which the number C has 
to the number D ; 
therefore 4 is commensurable in length with 7. [x. 6] 


Next, let Æ be incommensurable in length with B; 


I say that the square on 4 has not to the square on Z the 
ratio which a square number has to a square number. 


For, if the square on 4 has to the square on B the ratio 


30 BOOK X [x. 9 


which a square number has to a square number, 4 will be 
commensurable with 2. 

But it is not ; 
therefore the square on A has not to the square on P the 
ratio which a square number has to a square number. 


Again, let the square on 4 not have to the square on B 
the ratio which a square number has to a square number ; 
I say that Æ is incommensurable in length with 2. 

For, if Æ is commensurable with Z, the square on 4 will 
have to the square on 2 the ratio which a square number has 
to a square number. 

But it has not ; 
therefore A is not commensurable in length with 2. 

Therefore etc. 


Ponrsw. And it is manifest from what has been proved 
that straight lines commensurable in length are always com- 
mensurable in square also, but those commensurable in square 
are not always commensurable in length also. 


[Lemma. It has been proved in the arithmetical books 
that similar plane numbers have to one another the ratio 
which a square number has to a square number, [virr. 26] 


and that, if two numbers have to one another the ratio which 
a square number has to a square number, they are similar 
plane numbers. (Converse of vi. 26] 


And it is manifest from these propositions that numbers 
which are not similar plane numbers, that is, those which 
have not their sides proportional have not to one another 
the ratio which a square number has to a square number. 

For, if they have, they will be similar plane numbers: 
which is contrary to the hypothesis. 

Therefore numbers which are not similar plane numbers 
have not to one another the ratio which a square number has 
to a square number. | 

A scholium to this proposition (Schol. x. No. 62) says categorically that 
the theorem proved in it was the discovery of Theaetetus. 

If a, 4 be straight lines, and 

a:b=m:in, 
where zz, 2 are numbers, 
then C:P =m: n?; 
and conversely. 
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This inference, which looks so easy when thus symbolically expressed, was 
by no means so easy for Euclid owing to the fact that æ, 4 are straight lines, 
and zz, n numbers. He has to pass from a :2 to a? : è by means of vr. 20, Por. 
through the duplicate ratio; the square on a is to the square on 2 in the 
duplicate ratio of the corresponding sides a, 2. On the other hand, zz z 
being zumders, it is vur. 11 which has to be used to show that zZ:z? is the 
ratio duplicate of 77 : z. 

Then, in order to establish his result, Euclid assumes that, if zwo ratios are 
equal, the ratios which are their duplicates are also equal. This is nowhere 
proved in Euclid, -but it is an easy inference from v. 22, as shown in my note 
on VI. 22. 

The converse has to be established in the same careful way, and Euclid 
assumes that ratios the duplicates of whith are equal are themselves equal. 
This is much more troublesome to prove than the converse; for proofs I refer 
to the same note on VI. 22. 

The second part of the theorem, deduced by reductio ad absurdum from 
the first, requires no remark. 

In the Greek text there is an addition to the Porism which Heiberg 
brackets as superfluous and not in Euclid's manner. It consists (x) of a sort 
of proof, or rather explanation, of the Porism and (2) of a statement and 
explanation to the effect that straight lines incommensurable in length are 
not necessarily incommensurable in square also, and that straight lines 

, incommensurable in square are, on the other hand, always incommensurable 
in length also. 


'The Lemma gives expressions for two numbers which have to one another 
the ratio of a square number to a square number. Similar plane numbers 
are of the form gm . pn and gm . qn, or mnf? and mag’, the ratio of which is 
of course the ratio of 7? to 7. 

The converse theorem that, if two numbers have to one another the ratio 
of a square number to a square number, the numbers are similar plane 
numbers is not, as a matter of fact, proved in the arithmetical Books. It is 
the converse of vili. 26 and is used in IX. ro. Heron gave it (see note on 
vill. 27 above). 

Heiberg however gives strong reason for supposing the Lemma to be an 
interpolation. It has reference to the next proposition, X. 10, and, as we shall 
see, there are so many objections to X. ro that it can hardly be accepted as 
genuine. Moreover there is no reason why, in the Lemma itself, numbers 
which are zo£ similar plane numbers should be brought in as they are. 


[PROPOSITION 10; 


To find two straight lines incommensurable, the one in 
length only, and the other in sguare also, with an assigned 
straight line. 

Let A be the assigned straight line; 


thus it is required to find two straight lines incommensurable, 
the one in length only, and the other in square also, with 4. 


Let two numbers Z, C be set out which have not to one 
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another the ratio which a square number has to a square 
number, that is, which are not similar plane 


numbers ; A 
and let it be contrived that, D 

as B is to C, so is the square on 4 to 

the square on D Fe ap 
—for we have learnt how to do this— 
[x. 6, Por.] 

therefore the square on 4 is commensurable with the square 
on D. [x. 6] 


And, since Z has not to C the ratio which a square number 
has to a square number, 
therefore neither has the square on 4 to the square on D the 
ratio which a square number has to a square number ; 


therefore 4 is incommensurable in length with D. [x. 9] 
Let Æ be taken a mean proportional between 4, D ; 

therefore, as 4 is to D, so is the square on 4 to the square 

on £. [v. Def. 9] 
But 4 is incommensurable in length with J ; 

therefore the square on 4 is also incommensurable with the 

square on Z ; [x. 1x] 

therefore A is incommensurable in square with Æ. 


Therefore two straight lines D, Æ have been found in- 
commensurable, D in length only, and Æ in square and of 
course in length also, with the assigned straight line A. ] 


It would appear as though this proposition was intended to supply a 
justification for the statement in x. Def. 3 that 77 zs proved that there are an 
infinite number of straight lines (z) incommensurable in length only, or 
commensurable in square only, and (4) incommensurable in square, with any 
given straight line. 

But in truth the proposition could well be dispensed with; and the 
positive objections to its genuineness are considerable. 

In the first place, it depends on the following proposition, X. 11; for the 
last step concludes that, since 

] @:P=a: x, 
and a, x are incommensurable in length, therefore a°, y? are incommensurable. 
But Euclid never commits the irregularity of proving a theorem by means of 
a later one. Gregory sought to get over the difficulty by putting x. xo after 
X. 11; but of course, if the order were so inverted, the Lemma would still be 
in the wrong place. 

Further, the expression palouer yap, “for we have learnt (how to do this),” 
is not in Euclid's manner and betrays the hand of a learner (though the same 
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expression is found in the Sectio Canonis of Euclid, where the reference is 
to the Elements). 

Lastly the manuscript P has the number 10, in the first hand, at the top 
of X. 11, from which it may perhaps be concluded that x. 10 had at first no 
number. 

It seems best therefore to reject as spurious both the Lemma and x. ro. 

The argument of x. 1o is simple. If a be a given straight line and zi, x 
numbers which have not to one another the ratio of square to square, take x 
such that 


a: L =M: N, [x. 6, Por.] 
whence a, x are incommensurable in length. [x. 9] 
Then take y a mean proportional between a, x, whence 
a: y =a: x [v. Def. 9] 
[= Jm : Ja], 


and x is incommensurable in length only, while y is incommensurable in 
square as well as in length, with a. 


PROPOSITION 11. 


Jf four magnitudes be proportional, and the first be com- 
mensurable with the second, the third will also be commensurable 
with the fourth; and, if the first be incommensurable with the 
second, the third will also be incommensurable with the fourth. 


Let A, B, C, D be four magnitudes in proportion, so 
that, as 4 is to B, so is C 








to D, A B 
and let 4 be commensurable c — D 
with D; 


I say that C will also be commensurable with D. 
For, since 4 is commensurable with 2, 
therefore 4 has to P the ratio which a number has to a 
number. [x. 5] 
And, as 4 is to P, so is C to D; 
therefore C also has to D the ratio which a number has to a 
number ; 
therefore C is commensurable with 2. [x. 6] 


Next, let 4 be incommensurable with Z ; 
I say that C will also be incommensurable with D. 

For, since 4 is incommensurable with Z, 
therefore 4 has not to & the ratio which a number has to a 
number. - [x-7] 


Gr 


H. E. III 3 
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And, as A is to B, sois C to D; 
therefore neither has C to D the ratio which a number has to 
a number ; 
therefore C is incommensurable with D: [x. 8] 
Therefore etc. 


I shall henceforth, for the sake of brevity, use symbols for the terms 
* commensurable (with)" and “incommensurable (with)" according to the 
varieties described in x. Def. 1-4. The symbols are taken from Lorenz 
and seem convenient. 

Commensurable and commensurable with, in relation to areas, and com- 
mensurable in length and commensurable in length with, in relation to straight 
lines, will be denoted by ^. 

Commensurable in square only or commensurable in square only with (terms 
applicable only to straight lines) will be denoted by ~. 

Lntommensurable (with), of areas, and incommensurable (with), of straight 
lines will be denoted by v. 

Lncommensurable in square (with) (a term applicable to straight lines only) 
will be denoted by ~-. 

Suppose a, 2, c, d to be four magnitudes such that 


a:b=¢:24. 
Then (1), if 2 ^ å, a:b=m:n, where m, n are integers, [x. 5] 

whence cid=m: n, 
and therefore end. [x. 6] 
(2 Ifavud, a:b+m:n, [x. 7] 

so that cidam:n, 
whence € v d. [x. 8] 


PROPOSITION 12. 


Magnitudes commensurable with the same magnitude are 
commensurable with one another also. 


For let each of the magnitudes 4, B be commensurable 
with C; 
I say that 4 is also commensurable with Z2. 


A————— ©-—____—-_ B 











For, since 4 is commensurable with C, 


therefore A has to C the ratio which a number has to a 
number. [x. 5] 
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Let it have the ratio which D has to Æ. 
Again, since C is commensurable with J, 


therefore C has to & the ratio which a number has to a 
number. [x- 5] 


` Let it have the ratio which Æ has to G. 


And, given any number of ratios we please, namely the 
ratio which D has to Æ and that which F has to G, 


let the numbers H, K, Z be taken continuously in the given 
ratios ; [c£. vim. 4] 


so that, as D is to Æ, so is Æ to K, 
and, as F is to G, so is K to LZ. 
Since, then, as 4 is to C, so is D to &, 
while, as D is to £, so is H to K, 
therefore also, as 4 is to C, so is ZZ to K. [v. 11] 
Again, since, as C is to B, so is F to G, 
while, as F is to G, so is K to L, 


therefore also, as C is to B, so is K to L. [v. 11] 
But also, as 4 is to C, so is A to K; 
therefore, ex aeguah, as A is to B, so is H to L. [v. 22] 


Therefore 4 has to Æ the ratio which a number has to a 
number ; 


therefore 4 is commensurable with 2. [x. 6] 


Therefore etc. 
Q. E. D. 


We have merely to go through the process of compounding two ratios in 
numbers. 


Suppose a, b each ^ c. 
"Therefore Q iC—H f, Say, [x 5] 
c:b=p:4@, say. 
Now m:n=mp: np, 
and pig=np :ng. 
Therefore a@ic=mp: np, 
c: È= np: ng, 
whence, ex aequali, a:b=mp: ng, 
so that anb. [x. 6] 
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PROPOSITION 13. 


Lf two magnitudes be commensurable, and the one of them 
be incommensurable with any magnitude, the remaining one 
will also be incommensurable with the same. 


Let 4, P be two commensurable magnitudes, and let one 
of them, 4, be incommensurable with 


any other magnitude C; A 
I say that the remaining one, 2, will c 
also be incommensurable with C. B 


For, if B is commensurable with C, 
while A is also commensurable with 2, 
A is also commensurable with C. [x. 12] 
But it is also incommensurable with it : 
which is impossible. 
Therefore P is not commensurable with C; 
therefore it is incommensurable with it. 
Therefore etc. 


Lemna. 
Gwen two unegual straight lines, to find by what square the 
square on the greater zs greater than the square on the less. 
Let AZ, C be the given two unequal straight lines, and 
let AZ be the greater of them ; 


thus it is required to find by what D 
square the square on AVP is greater 


c 
than the square on C. 

Let the semicircle ADB be de- a B 
scribed on AB, - 
and let AD be fitted into it equal to C; [1v. x] 


let DB be joined. 
It is then manifest that the angle ADB is right, — (1r. 31] 


and that the square on AZ is greater than the square on 
AD, that is, C, by the square on DZ. (1. 47] 


_ Similarly also, if two straight lines be given, the straight 
line the square on which is equal to the sum of the squares 
on them is found in this manner. 
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Let AD, DB be the given two straight lines, and let it be 
required to find the straight line the square on which is equal 
to the sum of the squares on them. 

Let them be placed so as to contain a right angle, that 
formed by AD, DB; 
and let 42 be joined. 

It is again manifest that the straight line the square on 
which is equal to the sum of the squares on 4D, DB is AB. 


[r. 47] 
Q. E. D. 


The lemma gives an obvious method of finding a straight line (c) equal to 
Ja? +2, where a, b are given straight lines of which a is the greater. 





PROPOSITION 14. 


Lf four straight lines be proportional, and the square on 
the first be greater than the square on the second by the square 
on a straight line commensurable with the first, the square on 
the third will also be greater than the square on the fourth by 

5 the square on a straight line commensurable with the third. 

And, if the square on the first be greater than the square 
on the second by the square on a straight line incommensurable 
with the first, the square on the third will also be greater than 
the square on the fourth by the square on a straight line in- 

10 commensurable with the third. 


Let A, B, C, D be four straight lines in proportion, so 
that, as 4 is to Z, so is C to D; 
and let the square on 4 be greater than | 
the square on Æ by the square on Æ, and 

:5]et the square on C be greater tham the 
square on D by the square on 7; 
I say that, if Æ is commensurable with Æ, 
C is also commensurable with Æ, 
and, if A is incommensurable with Æ, C is 
2o also incommensurable with FF. 

For since, as 4 is to B, so is C to D, 
therefore also, as the square on 4 is to the square on BS, so is 
the square on C to the square on 2. [vt. 22] 

But the squares on Æ, B are equal to the square on A, 

25 and the squares on D, ZF are equal to the square on C. 
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Therefore, as the squares on Æ, P are to the square on 
B, so are the squares on D, F to the square on D ; 


therefore, seParando, as the square on Æ is to the square on 
B, so is the square on F to the square on D; [v. 17] 


30 therefore also, as Æ is to B, so is Fto D; [vr. 22] 
therefore, inversely, as Z is to Æ, so is D to 7. 
But, as 44 is to B, so also is C to D ; 
therefore, ex aegualz, as A is to E, so is C to F. [v. 22] 
Therefore, if A is commensurable with Æ, C is also com- 
35 mensurable with Z, 
and, if Æ is incommensurable with Æ, C is also incommen- 
surable with Z. [x. 11] 


Therefore etc. 


3, 5,8, 10. Euclid speaks of the square on the first (third) being greater than the square 
on the second (fourth) by the square on a straight line commensurable (incommensurable) 
** with self (£avr$)," and similarly in all like phrases throughout the Book. For clearness’ 
sake I substitute ‘‘the first," “ the third," or whatever it may be, for ** itself" in these cases. 


Suppose a, 4, z, d to be straight lines such that 
GROSSO Mort (1). 
It follows [vt. 22] that idee sv gv er eem (2). 
In order to prove that, convertendo, 
@:(@-—P)=c?: (ce —a?) 

Euclid has to use a somewhat roundabout method owing to the absence of a 
convertendo proposition in his Book v. (which omission Simson supplied by 
his Prop. E). 

It follows from (2) that 


(2 29) & 2) : P= (( — 4?) 25) : a 


whence, separando, (@- 6): P= (ed) i a, [v. 17] 
and, inversely, P (a — P) =a": (ea. 
From this and (2), ex aequali, 
a: (@—-P)y=c? : (2 —d?), [v. 22] 
Hence a: Nai ciet — dh [vr. 22] 
According thereforeas ^ a^ oro Jd — P, 
e^ore d e- qd, [x. 11] 


lí a ^ Je~, we may put /@— — ka, where & is of the form min 
and m, n are integers. And if Va?-é=2a, it follows in this case that 
Ne? - d? = he. 
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. PROPOSITION ' 15. 


Jf two commensurable magnitudes be added together, the 
whole well also be commensurable with each of them; and, if 
the whole be commensurable with one of them, the original 
magnitudes will also be commensurable. 


For let the two commensurable magnitudes 44, BC be 
added together ; ; : 
I say that the whole AC is also A 
commensurable with each of the 
magnitudes AB, BC. E 

For, since 48, BC are commensurable, some magnitude 
will measure them. 

Let it measure them, and let it be D. 

Since then D measures AB, BC, it will also measure the 
whole AC. 

But it measures A B, BC also; 


therefore D measures AZ, BC, AC; 

therefore AC is commensurable with each of the magnitudes 

AB, BC. [x. Def. 1] 
Next, let AC be commensurable with AB; 

I say that 4B, BC are also commensurable. 


For, since 4C, AB are commensurable, some magnitude 
will measure them. 

Let it measure them, and let it be D. 

Since then D measures CA, AB, it will also measure the 
remainder ABC. 

But it measures 4B also ; 


therefore D will measure A47, BC; 
therefore AB, BC are commensurable. [x. Def. 1] 
Therefore etc. 


B 
c 





(x) If a, ? be any two commensurable magnitudes, they are of the form 
mce, nc, where c is a common measure of a, ? and zz, 2 some integers. 

It follows that atb=(min)c; 
therefore (a + 2), being measured by c, is commensurable with both a and 4. 


(2) If a+ġ is commensurable with either æ or J, say a, we may put 
a+b=me, a=ne, where c is a common measure of (2+4), a, and m, z are 
integers. 

Subtracting, we have b= (m—n) 6, 
whence 2 ^ a. 
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. PROPOSITION 16. 


If two inconmensurable magnitudes be added together, the 
whole will also be incommensurable with each of them ; and, 
the whole be incommensurable with one of them, the original 
magnitudes will also be incommensurable. 

For let the two incommensurable magnitudes 4B, BC be 
added together ; 

I say that the whole AC is also incommensurable A 
with each of the magnitudes 4 P, BC. 

For, if CA, AB are not incommensurable, some 
magnitude will measure them. 

Let it measure them, if possible, and let it be D. g} 

Since then D measures CA, AB, 
therefore it will also measure the remainder BC. 

But it measures AB also ; C 
therefore D measures 4B, BC. 

Therefore AB, BC are commensurable ; 
but they were also, by hypothesis, incommensurable : 
which is impossible. 

Therefore no magnitude will measure CA, AB; 
therefore CA, AB are incommensurable. [x. Def. 1] 

Similarly we can prove that 4C, CB are also incom- 
mensurable. z 


Therefore AC is incommensurable with each of the magni- 
tudes AB, BC. 


Next, let ÆC be incommensurable with one of the magni- 
tudes AB, BC. 
First, let it be incommensurable with 4A; 


I say that 48, BC are also incommensurable. 

For, if they are commensurable, some magnitude will 
measure them. : 

Let it measure them, and let it be D. 

' Since then D measures 4B, BC, 

therefore it will also measure the whole 4C. 

But it measures 4B also; 
therefore D measures CA, AB, 
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Therefore C4, AB are commensurable ; 
but they were also, by hypothesis, incommensurable : 
which is impossible. 

Therefore no magnitude will measure 42, BC; 
therefore 4B, BC are incommensurable. [x. Def. 1] 

Therefore etc. 

LEMMA. 

Lf to any straight line there be applied a parallelogram 
deficient by a square figure, the applied parallelogram ts egual 
to the rectangle contained by the segments of the strarght line 
resulting from the application. 


For let there be applied to the straight line AZ the 
parallelogram AD deficient by the : 


square figure DB; 
I say that AD is equal to the rectangle an 
contained by AC, CB. h 


This is indeed at once manifest ; : à 
for, since D is a square, 
DC is equal to CB; 
a AD is the rectangle AC, CD, that is, the rectangle AC, 


Therefore etc. 


If a be the given straight line, and x the side of the square by which the 
applied rectangle is to be deficient, the rectangle is equal to ax — x*, which is 
of course equal to x(a—x). The rectangle may be written xy, where 
x+y=a. Given the area x (a - x), or xy (where x 4 y a), two different 
applications wil give rectangles equal to this area, the sides of the defect 
being x or a — x (x or y) respectively; but the second mode of expression 
shows that the rectangles do not differ in form but only in position. 


PROPOSITION 17. 


Jf there be two unequal straight lines, and to the greater 
there be applied a parallelogram equal to the fourth part of 
the square on the less and deficient by a square figure, and if 
ié divide ii into parts which are commensurable in length, then 

5 the square on the greater will be greater than the square on 
the less by the square on a strazght line commensurable with 
the greater. 

And, tf the square on the greater be greater than the square 
on the less by the square on a straight line commensurable with 
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1o the greater, and if there be applied to the greater a parallelogram 
equal to the fourth part of the square on the less and deficient 
by a square figure, it will divide tt into parts which are com- 
mensurable in length. ; 

Let A, BC be two unequal straight lines, of which BC is 

15 the greater, 
and let there be applied to 8C a parallel- A 
ogram equal to the fourth part of the 
square on the less, 4, that is, equal to | i 
the square on the half of 4, and deficient | l 

zo by a square figure. Let this be the § “FE 0 6 
rectangle BD, DC, [ct Lemma] < 
and let BD be commensurable in length with DC; 

I say that the square on ZC is greater than the square on 4 
by the square on a straight line commensurable with BC, 

25 For let BC be bisected at the point Æ, 
and let EF be made equal to DZ. 

Therefore the remainder DC is equal to BF. 
And, since the straight line BC has been cut into equal 
parts at Æ, and into unequal parts at D, 

3e therefore the rectangle contained by BD, DC, together with 

the square on E, is equal to the square on EC; [x 5] 
And tbe same is true of their quadruples ; 

therefore four times the rectangle BD, DC, together with 

four times the square on DÆ, is equal to four times the square 

35 on EC. 

But the square on 4 is equal to four times the rectangle 
BD, DC; 
and the square on DF is equal to four times the square on 
DE, for DF is double of DE, 

4o And the square on BC is equal to four times the square 
on ÆC, for again BC is double of C£. 

Therefore the squares on 4, DF are equal to the square 
on BC, 
so that the square on BC is greater than the square on 4 by 

45 the square on DF. 

It is to be proved that BC is also comntensurable with DF. 
Since BD is commensurable in length with DC, 
therefore BC is also commensurable in length with CD. [x. 15] 
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But CD is commensurable in length with CD, BF, for 

50 CD is equal to BF. [x. 6] 

Therefore BC is also commensurable in length with BF, 

CD, [x. r2] 

so that BC is also commensurable in length with the remainder 

FD; [x. 15] 

55 therefore the square on BC is greater than the square on 4 
by the square on a straight line commensurable with BC. 


Next, let the square on AC be greater than the square on 
A by the square on a straight line commensurable with BC, 
let a parallelogram'be applied to BC equal to the fourth part 


6» of the square on 4 and deficient by a square figure, and let 
it be the rectangle BD, DC. 
It is to be proved that BD is commensurable in length 
with DC. 
With the same construction, we can prove similarly that 
6s the square on AC is greater than the square on Æ by the 
square on FD. 
But the square on SC is greater than the square on A 
by the square on a straight line commensurable with BC. 
Therefore BC is commensurable in length with ZD, 
7o so that BC is also commensurable in length with the remainder, 
the sum of BF, DC. [x. 15] 
But the sum of AF, DC.is commensurable with DC, (x. 6] 
so that BC is also commensurable in length with CD ; [x. 12] 
and therefore, separando, BD is commensurable in length 
75 with. DC. [x. 15] 
Therefore etc. 


45. After saying literally that “the square on ZC is greater than the square on 4 by the 
square on DF,” Euclid adds the equivalent expression with Svvaras in its technical sense, 
7 BI dpa rijs A peifov divara: rj AZ. As this is untranslatable in English except by a 
paraphrase in practically the same words as have preceded, I have not attempted to 
reproduce it. 


This proposition gives the condition that the roots of the equation in x, 
ax — s = B (= z, say), 
are commensurable with a, or that x is expressible in terms of a and integral 
numbers, i.e. is of the form M 4. No better proof can be found for the fact 


that Euclid and the Greeks used their solutions of quadratic equations for 
numerical problems. On no other assumption could an elaborate discussion 
of the conditions of incommensurability of the roots with given lengths or 
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with a given number of units of length be explained. In a purely geometrical 
solution the distinction between commensurable and incommensurable roots 
has no point, because each can equally easily be represented by straight lines. 
On the other band, on the assumption that the zumerical solution of quadratic 
equations was an important part of the system of the Greek geometers, 
the distinction between the cases where the roots are commensurable and 
incommensurable respectively with a given length or unit becomes of great 
importance. Since the Greeks had no means of expressing what we call an 
irrational number, the case of an equation with incommensurable roots could 
only be represented by them geometrically; and the geometrical representations 
had to serve instead of what we can express by formulae involving surds. 

Euclid proves in this proposition and the next that, x being determined 
from the equation 


2 


D 
itm Qe ohet PITE (1), 


x, (a — x) are commensurable in length when Aa! — P, a are so, and incom- 


mensurable in length when Væ — 2), a are incommensurable ; and conversely. 
Observe the similarity of his proof to our algebraical method of solving 
the equation. a being represented in the figure by BC, and x by CD, 


EF=ED="— x 





and x (a~x)+ G — x) =—, by Eucl. 1. 5. 
If we multiply throughout by 4, 


2 


4x (a-3) +4 (2-2) =a’, 


whence, by (x), | P+ (a— axl =a’, 
or 4? — P =(a— zy, 
and Ja? — P -a- ax. 


We have to prove in this proposition 
(1) that, if x, (2 — x) are commensurable in length, so are a, Va — P, 
(2) that, if a, Va — 7 are commensurable in length, so are x, (a — x). 


(1) To prove that a, a — 2x are commensurable in length Euclid employs 
several successive steps, thus. 


Since (a — x) ^ x, a ^ x. [x. 15] 
But X ^ 2x. [x. 6] 
Therefore a2 2x [x. 12] 
^ (a — 2x). [x. 15] 
That is, a ^ Nat - P. 
(2) Since a ^ Jai č, 4 ^a-—2x, 
whence a ^ 23. [x. 15] 
But 2x3 ^x; l [x. 6] 
therefore 4 ^23, [x. 12] 


and hence (a — x) ^ x. [x. 15] 
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It is often more convenient to use the symmetrical form of equation in 
this and similar cases, viz. 


2 


xy = ri 
x+y=a 
The result with this mode of expression is that 
(1) if x ^ y, then a ^ J/a* — 2; and 
(2) if a^ ai — P, then x ^ y. 
The truth of the proposition is even easier to see in this case, since 
(s 9 - (e - 9) 


PROPOSITION 18. 


Lf there be two unequal strazght lines, and to the greater 
there be applied a parallelogram equal to the fourth part of 
the square on the less and deficrent by a square figure, and 
uf tt divide it into parts which ave incommensurable, the square 
on the greater will be greater than the square on the less by 
the square on a straight line tncommensurable with the greater. 

And, tf the square on the greater be greater than the square 
on the less by the square on a straight line incommensurable 
with the greater, and if there be applied to the greater a 
parallelogram equal to the fourth part of the square on the 
less and deficient by a square figure, it divides tt into parts 
which are incommensurable. 


Let 4, BC be two unequal straight lines, of which BC is 
the greater, 
and to BC let there be applied a parallelogram equal P 
to the fourth part of the square on the less, 4, and 
deficient by a square figure. Let this be the rect- 
angle BD, DC, [cf. Lemma before x. 17] 
and let BD be incommensurable in length with DC; 
I say that the square on BC is greater than the  P| 
square on 4 by the square on a straight line incom- 
mensurable with BC. 


For, with the same construction as before, we can prove 
similarly that the square on ZC is greater than the square on 
A by the square on FD. 


It is to be proved that BC is incommensurable in length 
with DF. 
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Since BD is incommensurable in length with DC, . 


therefore BC is also incommensurable in length with CD. 
[x. 16] 


But DC is commensurable with the sum of BF, DC; [x. 6] 
therefore BC is also incommensurable with the sum of BF, 


DC; [x. 13] 
so that BC is also incommensurable in length with the remainder 
FD. [x. 16] 


And the square on BC is greater than the square on 4 
by the square on FD; 
therefore the square on £C is greater than the square on 4 
by the square on a straight line incommensurable with BC. 


Again, let the square on C be greater than the square on 
A by the square on a straight line incommensurable with BC, 
and let there be applied to BC a parallelogram equal to the 
fourth part of the square on 4 and deficient by a square figure. 
Let this be the rectangle 2D, DC. 

It is to be proved that BD is incommensurable in length 
with DC. 

For, with the same construction, we can prove similarly 
that the square on ÆC is greater than the square on 4 by 
the square on FD. 

But the square on C is greater than the square on 4 by 
the square on a straight line incommensurable with BC; 


therefore BC is incommensurable in length with ZD, 
so that &C is also commensurable with the remainder, the 


sum of BF, DC. [x. 16] 

But the sum of BF, DC is commensurable in length with 

DC; [x. 6] 
therefore BC is also incommensurable in length with DC, 

X. 13 

so that, separando, BD is also incommensurable in T. uh 

DC. [x. 16] 


Therefore etc. 


With the same notation as before, we have to prove in this proposition that 
(x) if (a — x), x are incommensurable in length, so are a, Væ — Ẹ, and 
(2) if a, Ja? — ? are incommensurable in length, so are (a — x) x. 

Or, with the equations 
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(1) if x o y, then av Jai — &, and 
(2) if av Jd P, then x vy. 

The steps are exactly the same as shown under (1) and (2) of the last 
note, with v instead of ^, except only in the lines “x ^ 2x" and *2x ^ x” 
which are unaltered, while, in the references, x..13, 16 take the place of x. 
12, 15 respectively. 


[ Lemma. 


Since it has been proved that straight lines commen- 
surable in length are always commensurable in square also, 
while those commensurable in square are not always com- 
mensurable in length also, but can of course be either 
commensurable or incommensurable in length, it is manifest 
that, if any straight line be commensurable in length with a 
given rational straight line, it is called rational and commen- 
surable with the other not only in length but in square also, 
since straight lines commensurable in length are always 
commensurable in’ square also. 

But, if any straight line be commensurable in squaré with 
a given rational straight line, then, if it is also commensurable 
in length with it, it is called in this case also rational and 
commensurable with it both in length and in square; but, if 
again any straight line, being commensurable in square with a 
given rational straight line, be incommensurable in length 
with it, it is called in this case also rational but commensurable 
in square only. | 


PROPOSITION 19. 
The rectangle contained by rational straight lines commen- 
surable in length is rational. 
For let the rectangle AC be contained by the rational 
straight lines 48, BC commensurable in 
length ; ' D 
I say that 4C is rational. 


For on AB let the square 4D be de- P 
scribed ; 
therefore AD is rational. [x. Def. 4] 

And, since AB is commensurable in «A B 


length with C, 
while 4Z is equal to BD, 
therefore BD is commensurable in length with BC. 
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And, as BD is to BC, so is DA to AC. [vr. 1] 

Therefore DA is commensurable with AC. [x. 11] 

But DA is rational ; l 
therefore AC is also rational. [x. Def. 4] 


Therefore etc. 


There is a difficulty in the text of the enunciation of this proposition. 
The Greek runs rò vó pyrav wóke cvppérpov KaTd TWO TOV Tpoeipypeveav 
tTpéruv evOeav meptexopevov opÜoyóviov pytov écrw, where the rectangle is 
said to be contained by “rational straight lines commensurable in length zz 
any of the aforesaid ways.” Now straight lines can only be commensurable 
in length in one way, the degrees of commensurability being commensurability 
in length and commensurability in square only. But a straight line may be 
rational in two ways in relation to a given rational straight line, since it may 
be either commensurable iz /ength, or commensurable zz sguare only, with the 
latter. Hence Billingsley takes xara twa tov mpoetpnpévov vpómov with pyray, 
translating “straight lines commensurable in length and rational in any of the 
aforesaid ways,” and this agrees with the expression in the next proposition 
“a straight line once more rational in any of the aforesaid ways”; but the 
order of words in the Greek seems to be fatal to this way of translating 
the passage. 

The best solution of the difficulty seems to be to reject the words “in 
any of the aforesaid ways” altogether. They have reference to the Lemma 
which immediately precedes and which is itself open to the gravest suspicion. 
It is very prolix, and cannot be called necessary; it appears moreover in 
connexion with an addition clearly spurious and therefore relegated by 
Heiberg to the Appendix. The addition does not even pretend to be Euclid’s, 
for it begins with the words “for Ze caZ/s rational straight lines those....” 
Hence we should no doubt relegate the Lemma itself to the Appendix. 
August does so and leaves out the suspected words in the enunciation, as I 
have done. 

Exactly the same arguments apply to the Lemma added (without the 
heading * Lemma") to x. 23 and the same words “in any of the aforesaid 
ways" used with “medial straight lines commensurable in length” in the 
enunciation of x. 24. The said Lemma must stand or fall with that now in 
question, since it refers to it in terms: “And in the same way as was explained 
in the case of rationals....” 

Hence I have bracketed the Lemma added to x. 23 and left out the 
objectionable words in the enunciation of x. 24. 


If p be one of the given rational straight lines (rational of course in the 
sense of x. Def. 3), the other can be denoted by 4p, where £ is, as usual, of 
the form mjn (where m, z are integers). Thus the rectangle is £p?, which is 
obviously rational since it is commensurable with pọ.  [x. Def. 4 

A rational rectangle may have any of the forms a£, ka, AA or A, where 
a, 6 are commensurable with the unit of length, and 4 with the unit of area. 

Since Euclid is not able to use kp as a symbol for a straight line 
commensurable in length with p, he has to put his proof in a form corre- 
sponding to 

p” : kp =p : Rp, 
whence, p, £p being commensurable, p”, £p? are so also. [x. 11] 
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PROPOSITION 20. 


Jf a rational area be applied to a rational straight line, it 
produces as breadth a straight line rational and commensurable 
zn length with the straight line to which it ts applied. 


For let the rational area 4C be applied to AZ, a straight 
line once more rational in any of the aforesaid 
ways, producing BC as breadth ; 

I say that BC is rational and TT in 
length with BA. 
For on AZ let the square AD be described ; 


B A 
therefore AD is rational. [x. Def. 4] 
But AC is also rational ; 
therefore DA is commensurable with 4C. 
And, as DA is to AC, so is DB to BC. o 
vt. 1] 
Therefore DB is also commensurable with BC; [x. 11] 


and DŻ is equal to BA ; 
therefore 44 is also commensurable with ZC. 
But AZ is rational ; 
therefore BC is also rational and commensurable in length 
with 44 B. 
Therefore etc. 


The converse of the last. If p is a rational straight line, any rational area 
is of the form &p*. If this be “applied” to p, the breadth is £p commensurable 
in length with p and therefore rational. We should reach the same result if 
we applied the area to another rational straight line e. The breadth is then 
Ap!  Ap* 


m g 
.ox—4£.c or ko, say. 
c g? " y Suy 


PROPOSITION 21. 


The rectangle contained by rational strazght lines commen- 
surable zn square only ts zrratzonad, and the side of the square 
egual to it 2s irrational. Let the latter be called medial. 


For let the rectangle AC be contained by the rational 
straight lines 42, BC commensurable in square only ; 


H. E. HII. 4 
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I say that AC is irrational, and the side of the square equal 
to it is irrational ; 


and let the latter be called medial. D 
For on AB let the square 4D be described ; 
therefore AD is rational. [x Def. 4] B A 


And, since 48 is incommensurable in length 

with BC, 

for by hypothesis they are commensurable in œ 

square only, 

while ABP is equal to BD, 

therefore DB is also incommensurable in length with BC. 
And, as DB is to BC, so is AD to AC; [vi. 1] 

therefore DA is incommensurable with AC. [x. 11] 
But DA is rational ; 

therefore AC is irrational, 

so that the side of the square equal to ÆC is also irrational. 

X. Def. 
And let the latter be called medial. PE 
Q. E. D. 


A medial straight line, now defined for the first time, is so called because 
it is a mean proportional between two rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only. Such straight lines can be denoted by p, p./&. A medial 
straight line is therefore of the form ,/p?,/& or Pp. Euclid’s proof that this is 
irrational is equivalent to the following. Take p, p/k commensurable in 
square only, so that they are incommensurable in length. 

Now pipu/A = P: pk, 
whence [x. 11] p*,/& is incommensurable with p* and therefore irrational 
[x. Def. 4], so that J/p*,/£ is also irrational [zdia.]. 

A medial straight line may evidently take either of the forms Ja jB or 
M AB, where of course 7 is not of the form #4. 





LEMMA. 


If there be two straight lines, then, as the first is to the 
second, so is the square on the first : A 


to the rectangle contained by the F 
two straight lines. || o 
Let FE, EG be two straight i 


lines. 
I say that, as FE is to EG, so is the square on FE to 
the rectangle FZ, EG. 
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EN 
For on FE let the square DF be described, E 
and let GD be completed. i 
Since then, as FZ is to EG, so is FD to DG, [vi. 1] 


and FD is the square on FE, 
and DG the rectangle DE, EG, that is, the rectangle FE, EG, 
therefore, as FE is to EG, so is the square on FE to the 
rectangle FE, EG. 
Similarly also, as the rectangle GZ, EF is to the square 
on £F, that is, as GD is to FD, so is GE to EF. 
Q. E. D. 


If a, 4 be two straight lines, 
a:b=@:ab. 


PROPOSITION 22. 


The square on a medial straight line, if applied to a 
rational straight line, produces as breadth a straight line 
rational and zucommensuralle tn length with that to which it 
zs applied. 

Let 4 be medial and C7 rational, 


and let a rectangular area BD equal to the square on 4 be 
applied to BC, producing CD as 
breadth ; B 
I say that CD is rational and incom- 
mensurable in length with CZ. $ 
For, since 4 is medial, the square 
on it is equal to a rectangular area 
contained by rational straight lines 
commensurable in square only. 
[x. 21] 
Let the square on it be equal to GF. 
But the square on it is also equal to BD; 


therefore BD is equal to GF. 
But it is also equiangular with it ; 


and in equal and equiangular parallelograms the sides about 
the equal angles are reciprocally proportional ; [vi. 14] 
therefore, proportionally, as BC is to EG, so is EF to CD. 
Therefore also, as the square on ÆC is to the square on 
EG, so is the square on EF to the square on CD. [vi. 22] 


4—2 
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But the square on CB is commensurable with the square 
on ZG, for each of these straight lines is rational ; 


therefore the square on ZF is also commensurable with the 
square on CD. [x. 1x] 


But the square on EZ is rational ; 
therefore the square on CZ is also rational ; [x. Def. 4] 
therefore CD is rational. 

And, since £F is incommensurable in length with EG, 
for they are commensurable in square only, 
and, as EF is to EG, so is the square on EF to the rectangle 


FE, EG, [Lemma] 
therefore the square on EF is incommensurable with the 
rectangle FE, EG. [x- 11] 


But the square on C2 is commensurable with the square 
on EF, for the straight lines are rational in square ; 


and the rectangle DC, CB is commensurable with the rect- 
angle FE, EG, for they are equal to the square on 4 ; 


therefore the square on CØ is also incommensurable with the 


rectangle DC, C2. [x. 13] 
But, as the square on C2 is to the.rectangle DC, CB, so 
is DC to CB; [Lemma] 


therefore DC is incommensurable in length with C8. [x. 11] 
Therefore CZ is rational and incommensurable in length 


with CZ. 
Q. E. D. 


Our algebraical notation makes the result of this proposition almost self- 
evident. We have seen that the square of a medial straight line is of the form 
~k. p. If we “apply” this area to another rational straight line e, the 

2 


breadth is M£., 
g 


NEU 
e? 
straight line, which we may express, if we please, in the form ,/4’. c; is clearly 
commensurable with o in square only, and therefore rational but incom- 

mensurable in length with o. 
Euclid’s proof, necessarily longer, is in two parts. 
Suppose that the rectangle J£. p? =o. x. 
Then (1) o:p=Jk.p:x, [vi. x4] 
whence o? ph ph ia, [v1. 22] 
But ce? ^ p?, and therefore 4p? ^ 3?. [x. 11] 


ipsis m ; 
This is equal to -0 = fh. 49 where #, z are integers. The latter 
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And &p? is rational ; 


therefore x?, and therefore x, is rational. [x. Def. 4] 
(2) Since JA. p ^- p, [k.p v p. 
But [Lemma] JE. pi p=&p?: JR. P, 

whence Ap? o Jk. p® [x. 11] 
But J£. p? 2 cx, and $p? ^ x? (from above) ; 

therefore Loox; [x. 13] 

and, since x’: ox — x:0, [Lemma] 

Xv. 


PROPOSITION 23. 
A straight line commensurable with a medial straight line 
zs medial. 
Let 4 be medial, and let B be commensurable with A ; 


I say that B is also medial. 
For let a rational straight line CD 





be set out, s B 
and to CD let the rectangular area CE c 
equal to the square on 4 be applied, 
producing ÆD as breadth ; 
therefore E D is rational and incommen- 
surable in length with C2. [x. 22] 

And let the rectangular area CF É Dt 


equal to the square on & be applied to 
CD, producing DF as breadth. 
Since then 4 is commensurable with 2, 
the square on 4 is also commensurable with the square on 2. 
But ÆC is equal to the square on A, 
and CF is equal to the square on Z ; 
therefore EC is commensurable with CF. 
And, as £C is to CF, so is ED to DF; [vi. x] 
therefore ED is commensurable in length with DF. [x. 11] 
But ÆÐ is rational and incommensurable in length with 
DC; 
therefore DF is also rational [x. Def. 3] and incommensurable 
in length with DC. (x. 13] 


Therefore CD, DF are rational and commensurable in 
square only. 
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But the straight line the square on which is equal to the 
rectangle contained by rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only is medial ; [x. 21] 
therefore the side of the square equal to the rectangle CD, 
DF is medial. 

And Z is the side of the square equal to the rectangle 
CD, DE; 
therefore B is medial. 


Porism. From this it is manifest that an area commen- 
surable with a medial area is medial, 


[And in the same way as was explained in the case of 
rationals [Lemma following x. 18] it follows, as regards medials, 
that a straight line commensurable in length with a medial 
straight line is called medial and commensurable with it not 
only in length but in square also, since, in general, straight 
lines commensurable in length are always commensurable in 
square also. 

But, if any straight line be commensurable in square with 
a medial straight line, then, if it is also commensurable in 
length with it, the straight lines are called, in this case too, 
medial and commensurable in length and in square, but, if in 
square only, they are called medial straight lines commen- 
surable in square only. ] 

As explained in the bracketed passage following this proposition, a straight 
line commensurable with a medial straight line zz sguare only, as well as a 
straight line commensurable with it in length, is medial. 

Algebraical notation shows this easily. 

If Ep be the given straight line, M is a straight line commensurable 


in length with it and /A. £p a straight line commensurable with it in square 
only. 

But Ap and ,/A.p are both rational [x. Def. 3] and therefore can be 
expressed by p’, and we thus arrive at £p, which is clearly medial. 

Euclid's proof amounts to the following. 


Apply both the areas ž.p and AJZ. (or AJ/&.p?) to a rational 
straight line c. 


2 2 2 
The breadths J£ = and @YZ. E (or ASR. £) are in the ratio of the 


areas J/A. p? and AJ. p? (or AVZ. œ) themselves and are therefore com- 
mensurable. 


Now [x. 22] J£. — is rational but incommensurable with a. 


(o AME. £) is so also; 


2 


q 19, FIM 


Therefore 2/2. 


X. 23, 24] PROPOSITIONS 23, 24 55 


whence the area A*,/4. p? (or A/R. p?) is contained by two rational straight 


lines commensurable in square only, so that Mp (or JA. #p) is a medial 
straight line. 

It is in the Porism that we have the first mention of a medial area. It is 
the area which is equal to the square on a medial straight line, an area, there- 


fore, of the form B, which is, as a matter of fact, arrived at, though not 
named, before the medial straight dine itself (x. 21). 


The Porism states that Mig is a medial area, which is indeed obvious. ` 


PROPOSITION 24. 


The rectangle contained by medial straight lines commen- 
surable in length ts medial. 


For let the rectangle AC be contained by the medial 
straight lines 42, BC which are commensurable 
in length ; c 
I say that 4C is medial. 

For on AB let the square AD be described ; 
therefore 4D is medial. 


And, since AZ is commensurable in length 
with BC, 


while 44 P is equal to BD, D 


therefore DZ is also commensurable in length 
with BC; 





so that DA is also commensurable with AC. [5303 40] 
But DA is medial ; 
therefore AC is also medial. [x. 23, Por.] 
Q. E. D. 


There is the same difficulty in the text of this enunciation as in that of 
X. 19. The Greek says “medial straight lines commensurable in length in 
any of the aforesaid ways”; but straight lines can only be commensurable in 
length in one way, though they can be medial in two ways, as explained in the 
addition to the preceding proposition, ie. they can be either commensurable 
in length or commensurable in square only with a given medial straight line. 
For the same reason as that explained in the note on X. 19 I have omitted 
“in any of the aforesaid ways” in the enunciation and bracketed the addition 
to X. 23 to which it refers. 


hp and Mp are medial straight lines commensurable in length. The 


rectangle contained by them is Mg? which may be written pip? and is there- 
fore clearly medial. 

Euclid's proof proceeds thus. Let x, Ax be the two medial straight lines 
commensurable in length. 


Therefore eine. AK = HAN. 
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But x ^ àx, so that 3? ^ x . Ax. f [x. 11] 
Now x? is medial [x. 21]; 

therefore x . Ax is also medial. [x. 23, Por.] 
We may of course write two medial straight lines commensurable in length 


in the forms p, n#tp; and these may either be ma JB, na ] B, or 
mx AB, nel AB. 


PROPOSITION 25. 


The rectangle contained by medial straight lines commen- 
surable in square only is either rational or medzal. 


For let the rectangle ÆC be contained by the medial 
straight lines 4.2, BC which are 
commensurable in square only ; 
I say that 4C is either rational 


A F G 


a 











or medial. 

For on AB, BC let the b 8 c x m 
squares 4D, BE be described ; p 
therefore each of the squares ó— ti 
AD, BE is medial. Sc LN) 

Let a rational straight line L 


FG be set out, 

to FG let there be applied the rectangular parallelogram GH 
equal to AD, producing FH as breadth, 

to /7/4 let there be applied the rectangular parallelogram MK 
equal to AC, producing //K as breadth, 


and further to AN let there be similarly applied WZ equal to 
BE, producing KZ as breadth ; 


therefore FH, HK, KL are in a straight line. 
Since then each of the squares 4D, BE is medial, 
and AD is equal to GH, and BE to NL, 
therefore each of the rectangles GH, NZ is also medial. 
And they are applied to the rational straight line /G; 


therefore each of the straight lines FH, XZ is rational and 
incommensurable in length with FG. [x. 22] 


And, since 4D is commensurable with BEL, 
therefore GH is also commensurable with NZ. 

And, as GH is to NL, sois FH to KL; (vr. 1] 
therefore FH is commensurable in length with KZ. — [x 11] 
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Therefore FH, KL are rational straight lines commen- 
surable in length ; 


therefore the rectangle FH, KZ is rational. [x. 19] 

And, since DB is equal to BA, and OB to BC, 
therefore, as DB is to BC, so is AP to BO. 

But, as DB is to BC, so is DA to AC, [vr 1] 
and, as 4B is to BO, so is AC to CO; [id] 
therefore, as DA is to AC, so is AC to CO. 

But AD is equal to GH, AC to MK and CO to NL; 
therefore, as GH is to MK, so is WK to NL; 
therefore also, as EZ is to HK, so is HK to AL; [vi. x, v. 1x] 
therefore the rectangle FH, KZ is equal to the square on Æ. 

* VI. I 

But the rectangle FÆ, KZ is rational ; dn 
therefore the square on //X is also rational. 

Therefore AX is rational. 

And, if it is commensurable in length with FG, 

HIN is rational ; [x. 19] 
but, if it is incommensurable in length with FG, 


KH, HM are rational straight lines commensurable in square 
only, and therefore ÆN is medial. [x. 21] 


Therefore ÆN is either rational or medial. 
But ÆN is equal to 4C; 

therefore AC is either rational or medial. 
"Therefore etc. 


Two medial straight lines commensurable in square only are of the form 
Ep, Jd. Bp 
à The rectangle contained by them is JA. Bp Now this is in general 
medial; but, if J/À =% „Jk, the rectangle is &£'p*, which is rational. 
Euclid's argument is as follows. Let us, for convenience, put x for or Pp so 


that the medial straight lines are x, /A. x. 
Form the areas z2, x. JÀ. x, Ad, 


and let these be respectively equal to ew, ov, ow, where c is a rational 
straight line. 
Since x?, Ax? are medial areas, 
SO are ou, ct, 
whence z, w are respectively rational and ~ o. 
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But an dx, 

so that - cu ^ ow, 

or WOOD a WEE oa wie EN NEEE EA AN EEA (1). 
Therefore, u, w being both rational, vw is rational .. ........ «ee. (2). 
Now xs JA. a= fd. dae? 

or ou : OU = OU : CW, 

so that 45:90-97:20, 

and uw =v". 
Hence, by (2), 2’, and therefore 2, is rational ........ eee (3). 


Now (a) ifv ^ e, ov or JA. x? is rational ; 
(B) if vv c, so that v œ~ e, ov or JA. x? is medial. 


PROPOSITION 26. 


A medial area does not exceed a medial area by a rational 
area. 


For, if possible, let the medial area 4B exceed the medial 
area AC by the rational area 
DB, A F E 
and let a rational straight line 
EF be set out ; 


D 

to ZF let there be applied the : K G 
rectangular parallelogram FÆ x 

equal to 44, producing ZH as H 
breadth, 


and let the rectangle FG equal to AC be subtracted ; 
therefore the remainder D is equal to the remainder AZ. 
But DZ is rational ; 
therefore KH is also rational. 
Since, then, each of the rectangles 4B, AC is medial, 
and 4B is equal to FH, and AC to FG, 
therefore each of the rectangles FH, FG is also medial. 
And they are applied to the rational straight line EZ; 


therefore each of the straight lines WE, EG is rational and 
incommensurable in length with EF. [x. 22] 


And, since [DZ is rational and is equal to KH, 
therefore] AZ is [also] rational ; 


and it is applied to the rational straight line EF; 
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therefore G// is rational and commensurable in length with 

EF. [x- 20] 
But ÆG is also rational, and is incommensurable in length 

with £F; 

therefore ÆG is incommensurable in length with GÆ. [x. 13] 


And, as ÆG is to GH, so is the square on ÆG to the 
rectangle EG, GH; 


therefore the square on ÆG is incommensurable with the 
rectangle EG, GH. [x. 11] 


But the squares on EG, GH are commensurable with the 
square on ÆG, for both are rational ; 


and twice the rectangle EG, GH is commensurable with the 


rectangle EG, GH, for it is double of it; [x. 6] 
therefore the squares on EG, GH are incommensurable with 
twice the rectangle EG, GH; [x. 13] 


therefore also the sum of the squares on EG, GH and twice 
the rectangle EG, GH, that is, the square on EZ [1. 4], is 


incommensurable with the squares on EG, GH. [x. 16] 
But the squares on EG, GH are rational ; 
therefore the square on E /Z is irrational. [x. Def. 4] 


Therefore E is irrational. 
But it is also rational: 
which is impossible. 


"Therefore etc. 
Q. E. D. 


* Apply " the two given medial areas to one and the same rational straight 


line p. They can then be written in the form p. Bp, p- Mp. 

The difference is then (./& — JVA) p? ; and the proposition asserts that this 
cannot be rational, ie. (,/2 — /A) cannot be equal to A. Cf. the proposition 
corresponding to this in algebraical text-books. 


To make Euclid's proof clear we will put x for Bp and y for Xp. 
Suppose p (x — y) = ps, 

and, if possible, let pz be rational, so that-z must be rational and ^ p ...(1). 
Since px, py are medial, 


x and y are respectively rational and v p ............... (2). 
From (1) and (2), Joz. 
Now y:229*:yg, 


so that y o yz. 
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But Se A 
and 2yZ ^ yz. 
"Therefore Pree yg, 
whence (y+ zy o (% +2), 
or we (+). 


And (y? + 2?) is rational ; 

therefore x°, and consequently x, is irrational. 
But, by (2), x is rational: 

which is impossible. 
Therefore pz is z0£ rational. 


PROPOSITION 27. 


To find medial straight lines commensurable tn square only 
which contain a rational rectangle. 


Let two rational straight lines 4, commensurable in 
square only be set out ; 
let C be taken a mean proportional between 
A, B, [vi 13] i 
and let it be contrived that, o 
‘as Á is to B, sois C to D. [vi 12] B 


Then, since A, B are rational and com- 
mensurable in square only, 


the rectangle 4, B, that is, the square on C 
[vr. 17], is medial. [x. 21] 


Therefore C is medial. [x. 21] 
And since, as 4 is to P, so is C to D, 


and 4, & are commensurable in square only, 

therefore C, D are also commensurable in square only. [x. 11] 
And C is medial ; 

therefore D is also medial. [x. 23, addition] 


Therefore C, D are medial and commensurable in square 
only. 





I say that they also contain a rational rectangle. 
For since, as Æ is to B, so is C to D, 


therefore, alternately, as A is to C, so is B to D. [v. 16] 
But, as 4 is to C, so is C to B; 

therefore also, as C is to 2, so is 7 to D; 

therefore the rectangle C, D is equal to the square on B. 
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But the square on Æ is rational ; 
therefore the rectangle C, D is also rational. 


Therefore medial straight lines commensurable in square 
only have been found which contain a rational rectangle. 


Q. E. D. 
Euclid takes two rational straight lines commensurable in square only, say 
1 
p, £p. 
Find the mean proportional, i.e. Bp. 
Take x such that p: kp = Rp UE oe E E PO ee (1). 


This gives x — Hp, 
and the lines required are &é ; Bp. 
For (a) Hp is medial. 
And (£), by (1), since p ~ Rp, 
Bp e Hop, 
whence [addition to x. 23], since 2p is medial, 


p is also medial. 
The medial straight lines thus found may take either of the forms 


(1) Ja B, ee or (2) VAB, J BS. 


PROPOSITION 28. 


To find medial straight lines commensurable in square only 
which contain a medial rectangle. 


Let the rational straight lines 4, Z, C commensurable in 
square only be set out ; 


let D be taken a mean proportional between 4, B, (vi. 13] 
and let it be contrived that, 
as B is to C, so is D to Æ. [vr. 12] 
D 


a 
Ce, E 


Since A, B are rational straight lines commensurable in 
square only, 
therefore the rectangle 4, J, that is, the square on D [vr. 17], 
is medial. [x. 21] 
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Therefore D is medial. (x. 21] 
And since Z, C are commensurable in square only, 
and, as Z is to C, so is D to £, 
therefore D, E are also commensurable in square only. [x. 11] 
But 2 is medial ; 
therefore Æ is also medial. [x. 23, addition] 
Therefore D, E are medial straight lines commensurable 
in square only. 
I say next that they also contain a medial rectangle. 
For since, as B is to C, so is D to Æ, 
therefore, alternately, as B is to D, so is C to Æ. [v. 16] 
But, as Z is to D, so is D to A; 
therefore also, as D is to A, so is C to £; 
therefore the rectangle 4, C is equal to the rectangle D, Æ. 
But the rectangle 4, C is medial ; x M 
therefore the rectangle D, Æ is also medial. 
Therefore medial straight lines commensurable in square 
only have been found which contain a medial rectangle. 
Q. E. D. 


Euclid takes three straight lines commensurable in square only, i.e. of the 
form p, Bp, rp, and proceeds as follows. 


Take the mean proportional to p, Ep, i.e. Rp. 
Then take x such that 


so that x = Xj. 
Hp, Aij are the required medial straight lines. 
For 4p is medial. 
Now, by (x), since £p ~ Mo, 
p œ X, 


whence x is also medial [x. 23, addition], while 4— Bp, 


Next, by (x), Mpix- Bp y 
=Fp:p, 
whence Xx kp = Mi, which is medial. 


: Pu uen um eB ; Adj; of course take different forms according as 
the original straight lines are of the forms (1) a, YB, JC, (2) JA, JB, JC, 
(3) V4, b, JC, and (4) JA, JB, c 
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E.g. in case (1) they are /a./B, NEA 


: : m CYA 
in case (2) they are VAB, cra, 
and so on. 
LEMMA r. 


To find two square numbers such that their sum ts also 
square. 


Let two numbers AB, BC be set out, and let them be 
either both even or both odd. 

Then since, whether an even A b ó AB 
number is subtracted from an 
even number, or an odd number from an odd number, the 
remainder is even, [1x. 24, 26] 
therefore the remainder 4C is even. 

Let AC be bisected at D. 

Let AB, BC also be either similar plane numbers, or 
square numbers, which are themselves also similar plane 
numbers. 

Now the product of AB, BC together with the square on 
CD is equal to the square on BD. [u. 6] 

And the product of AB, BC is square, inasmuch as it 
was proved that, if two similar plane numbers by multiplying 
one another make some number, the product is square. [ix. 1] 

Therefore two square numbers, the product of 4B, BC, 
and the square on CY, have been found which, when added 
together, make the square on BD. 


And it is manifest that two square numbers, the square 
on SD and the square on CD, have again been found such 
that their difference, the product of AB, BC, is a square, 
whenever AZ, BC are similar plane numbers. 

But when they are not similar plane numbers, two square 
numbers, the square on BD and the square on DC, have been 
found such that their difference, the product of AB, BC, is 
not square. 

Q. E. D. 

Euclid's method of forming right-angled triangles in integral numbers, 
already alluded to in the note on I. 47, is as follows. 


Take two similar plane numbers, e.g. sng", mag’, which are either both even 
or both odd, so that their difference is divisible by 2. 


64 BOOK X [Lemmas 1, 2 


Now the product of the two numbers, or 7/7", is square, [x. 1] 
and, by 11. 6, 


maf. . mng? + ( 


so that the numbers za, 4 (mng? — mag’) satisfy the condition that the sum 
of their squares is also a square number. 
It is also clear that 4 (za? + mag"), mnpg are numbers such that the 


difference of their squares is also square. 





2 


maf — i _ (E + mng* 


2 2 


LEMMA 2. 


To find two square numbers such that their sum ts not 
square. 

For let the product of AZ, BC, as we said, be square, 
and CA even, l 
and let CA be bisected by D. 


E 
toh 
A à HD F Cc B 
It is then manifest that the square product of AB, BC 


together with the square on C is equal to the square on BD. 
[See Lemma 1] 


Let the unit DZ be subtracted ; 
therefore the product of AB, BC together with the square on 
CE is less than the square on BD. 

I say then that the square product of AZ, BC together 
with the square on CE will not be square. 

For, if it is square, it is either equal to the square on BZ, 
or less than the square on BE, but cannot any more be 
greater, lest the unit be divided. 

First, if possible, let the product of 44, BC together 
with the square on CE be equal to the square on BÆ, 
and let GA be double of the unit DE. — 

Since then the whole AC is double of the whole C2, - 
and in them AG is double of DE, 
therefore the remainder GC is also double of the remainder EC; 
therefore GC is bisected by Æ. 

Therefore the product of GB, BC together with the square 
on CZ is equal to the square on BL. [n. 6] 

But the product of 48, BC together with the square on 
CZ is also, by hypothesis, equal to the square on BZ; 
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therefore the product of GB, BC together with the square on 
CE is equal to the product of 44, BC together with the 
square on CZ. 

And, if the common square on CZ be subtracted, 
it follows that AB is equal to GB: 
which is absurd. 

Therefore the product of AB, BC together with the add 
on CZ is not equal to the square on BE. 


I say next that neither is it less than the square on BE. 

For, if possible, let it be equal to the square on BF, 
and let ÆA be double of DF. 

Now it will again follow that ÆC is double of CE; 
so that CH has also been bisected at 7, 
and for this reason the product of HB, BC together with the 
square on FC is equal to the square on BE. [u. 6] 

But, by hypothesis, the product of 48, BC together with 
the square on CZ is also equal to the square on BF. 

Thus the product of 7/72, BC together with the square 
on CF will also be equal to the product of 4B, BC together 
with the square on CZ: 
which is absurd. 

Therefore the product of 48, BC together with the square 
on CE is not less than the square on BL. 

And it was proved that neither is it equal to the square 
on BE. 

Therefore the product of AB, BC together with the square 
on CZ is not square. 

Q. E. D. 


We can, of course, write the identity in the note on Lemma 1 above (p. 64) 
in the simpler form 


mp. mg + CE aN Z + aey, 


2 





where, as before, 7%, mg? are both odd or both even. 
Now, says Euclid, 


2 
mp omg Tes np M - x) is not a square number. 
This is proved by Saudi. ad absurdum. 
H. E. UL 5 


66 BOOK X [Lemma 2, x. 29 


2 A 
The number is clearly less than 7^. mg? + CE, ie. less than 


mp? + nq? 


2 
If then the number is square, its side must be greater than, equal to, or 


Ap" + MQ 
less than (ee TMI i)» the number next less than DIEM 7 
2 


2 2 
But (1) the side cannot be > (ue r) without being equal to 


2 2 
mp +m 2 r 
ME EMI since they are consecutive numbers. 

2 


(2) (mg? — 2) mg? + (m r) = (E — r). (11. 6] 


2 aay S 5 
If then sg”. mg? + (Zm B 3! is a/so equal to (rpm m - 1) 


we must have (mp? — 2) mg? = mp . mg, 
or mf -— 2 = mp: 
which is impossible. 


2 4222 2 2 2 2 
(3) If mp. m+ (ume -— De (ee - r) à 


2 


suppose it equal to (274. - rj: 


But [u. 6] (g? — 27) mg + (m r) = (mr r. 


2 
Therefore 


2 2 2 2 2 2 
(mf? — 27) mg? + (ue -r) = mp. mg? + (St - 2): 


2 
which is impossible. 


Hence all three hypotheses are false, and the sum of the squares 
ing? . mg? and (np 3] is not square. 


PROPOSITION 29. 


To find two rational straight lines commensurable in square 
only and such that the square on the greater is greater than 
the square on the less by the square on a straight line commen- 
surable tn length with the greater. 


For let there be set out any rational straight line 42, 
and two square numbers CD, DE such that their difference 
CE is not square ; [Lemma 1] 


let there be described on AB the semicircle AFB, 
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and let it be contrived that, 
as DC is to CE, so is the square on BA to the square 
on AF. [x. 6, Por.] 


Let FB be joined. F 
Since, as the square on BA is to 
the square on AF, so is DC to CZ, 


therefore the square on BA has to 


the square on AF the ratio which the 4 3 
number DC has to the number CZ; SS 5 
therefore the square on BA is com- | 
mensurable with the square on AF. [x. 6] 
But the square on AZ is rational ; [x. Def. 4] 
therefore the square on AF is also rational; [z2] 


therefore AF is also rational. 

And, since DC has not to CE the ratio which a square 
number has to a square number, 
neither has the square on BA to the square on AF the ratio 
which a square number has to a square number ; 
therefore AZ is incommensurable in length with 47.  [x. 9] 

Therefore BA, AF are rational straight lines commen- 
surable in square only. 

And since, as DC is to CZ, so is the square on BA to 
the square on 47, 
therefore, convertendo, as CD is to DE, so is the square on 
AB to the square on BF, [v. 19, Por, 11. 31, 1. 47] 

But CD has to DE the ratio which a square number has 
to a square number ; 
therefore also the square on AZ has to the square on BF 
the ratio which a square number has to a square number ; 
therefore 4B is commensurable in length with 2A. [x. 9] 

And the square on 4 Z is equal to the squares on A4 F, FB; 
therefore the square on 4Z is greater than the square on AF 
by the square on BF commensurable with AL. 

Therefore there have been found two rational straight 
lines B.A, AF commensurable in square only and such that 
the square on the greater AB is greater than the square on 
the less 4/ by the square on SF commensurable in length 
with 4B. 

Q. E. D. 


5—2 
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Take a rational straight line p and two numbers 7^ 7? such that (z? — n°) 
is not a square. 
Take a straight line x such that 


m? 2 MP HF -—pgixhe eese ente (1), 
nw—n , 
whence aS — P 
n 

and x=pV1-~ FR, where =~. 

Then p, pv T —# are the straight lines required. 

Tt follows from (1) that a? op, 
and x is rational, but X v p. 

By (1), convertendo, min-pgipo-sx, 


so that V — x* ^ p, and in fact = $p. 
According as p is of the form a or ,/A, the straight lines are (1) a, Jat — Ë 
or (2) J4, vA- £A. 





PROPOSITION 30. 


To find two rational straight lines commensurable tn square 
only and such that the square on the greater ws greater than 
the square on the less by the square on a straight line tncom- 
mensurable in length with the greater. 


Let there be set out a rational straight line 4B, 
and two square numbers CZ, ED 
such that their sum CD is not 


square ; [Lemma 2] : 

let there be described on AB the 

semicircle 4475, 

let it be contrived that, 

as DC is to CZ, so is the square A B 
on BA to the square on AL, 6^ É ^ —b 


. [x. 6, Por.] 
and let FB be joined. 

Then, in a similar manner to the preceding, we can prove 
that BA, AF are rational straight lines commensurable in 
square only. 

And since, as DC is to CZ, so is the square on BA to 
the square on AF, 
therefore, convertendo, as CD is to DÆ, so is the square on 
AB to the square on BF. : (v. 19, Por., nr. 31, 1. 47] 

But CD has not to DE the ratio which a square number 
has to a square number ; 
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therefore neither has the square on AZ to the square on BF 
the ratio which a square number has to a square number ; 
therefore AZ is incommensurable in length with BF. [x9] 
And the square on 4B is greater than the square on AF 
by the square on FB incommensurable with 42. 
Therefore 48, AF are rational straight lines commen- 
surable in square only, and the square on AZ is greater than 


the square on AF by the square on FB incommensurable in 
length with AZ. 








Q. E. D. 
In this case we take mz”, 2 such that m? -- z? is not square. 
Find x such that mÈ +n: m= p?: x, 
n? 
hence = 
w "PL 
n 
or Pies where £ = —. 
Jr Kå 
Then p, = satisfy the condition. 
r+# 


The proof is after the manner of the proof of the preceding proposition 
and need not be repeated. 
According as p is of the form a or ,/A, the straight lines take the 


form (1) a, uc E. that is, a, Va? — B, or (2) JA, V A — B and 


VA, JA =: 
PROPOSITION 31. 


To find two medial straight lines commensurable 2m square 
only, containing a rational rectangle, and such that the square 
on the greater is greater than the square on the less by the 
square on a straight line commensurable in length with the 
greater, 


Let there be set out two rational straight lines 4, P 
commensurable in square only and such that the 
square on 4, being the greater, is greater than 
the square on Z the less by the square on a 
straight line commensurable in length with 4. 
A B O D 


[x. 29] 
And let the square on C be equal to the 


rectangle A, 2. 
Now the rectangle 4, B is medial;  [x. 21] 
therefore the square on C is also medial ; 
therefore C is also medial. [x. 21] 
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Let the rectangle C, D be equal to the square on Z. 
Now the square on 2 is rational ; 
therefore the rectangle C, D is also rational. 
And since, as A is to B, so is the rectangle 4, B to the 
square on 2, 
while the square on C is equal to the rectangle A, Ð, 
and the rectangle C, D is equal to the square on B, 
therefore, as A is to B, so is the square on C to the rectangle 
C, D. 
But, as the square on C is to the rectangle C, D, so is C 
to D; 
therefore also, as 4 is to P, so is C to D. 
But A is commensurable with Z in square only ; 
therefore C is also commensurable with D in square only. [x 11] 
And C is medial ; 
therefore D is also medial. [x. 23, addition] 
And since, as 4 is to A, so is C to D, 
and the square on 4 is greater than the square on B by the 
square on a straight line commensurable with .4, 
therefore also the square on C is greater than the square on 
D by the square on a straight line commensurable with C. 
[x. 14] 
Therefore two medial straight lines C, D, commensurable 
in square only and containing a rational rectangle, have been 
found, and the square on C is greater than the square on D 


by the square on a straight line commensurable in length 
with C. 


Similarly also it can be proved that the square on C 
exceeds the square on D by the square on a straight line 
incommensurable with C, when the square on A is greater 
than the square on Z by the square on a straight line incom- 
mensurable with A. [x. 30] 


I. Take the rational straight lines commensurable in square only found 
in x. 29, Le. p, p V 1 — ê, 
Take the mean proportional p (1 — py and x such that 
p - gy ipi E pI- R: x. 


_ Then p(x _ By, x, or p(x - py, p - ey are straight lines satisfying the 
given conditions. 
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For (a) p? / r — £ is a medial area, and therefore p (1 — £Y* is a medial 
straight lines is sebo eie creen er ennt «pe toten i danda teas eg raed (3); 


and x.p(1i- gy = p (1 — &) and is therefore-a rational area. 

(8) p p(1 - py, p V 1 — £, x are straight lines in continued proportion, by 
construction. 
Therefore p:ipVi—- P-p(i—- Ey ix EE (2). 
(This Euclid has to prove in a somewhat roundabout way by means of the 
lemma after x. 21 to the effect that a : 4 = ab : P) 

From (2) it follows [x. rz] that x ~p (1 —- £y ; whence, since p (1 — £) is 
medial, x or p (1 — B is medial also. 

(y) From (2), since p, p V 1 — Z satisfy the remaining condition of the 
problem, p (1 - py, p - py do so also [x. 14]. 

According as p is of the form a or ,/A, the straight lines take the forms 





VER oe. 
we HEC ade 
o (2) — VAFA; TAD l 


IL To find medial straight lines commensurable in square only contain- 
ing a rational rectangle, and such that the square on one exceeds the square 
on the other by the square on a straight line zzcommensurable with the former, 
we simply begin with the rational straight lines having the corresponding 


property [x. 30], viz. p, Nees , and we arrive at the straight lines 
p p 








(r+ X S (rey 
According as p is of the form @ or A, these (if we use the same 
transformation as at the end of the note on X. 30) may take any of the forms 


O YEA DUM 

& Nai — 
6 (2) UA(A- B), Was 
or VA(A-8), waa 


PROPOSITION 32. 


To find two medial straight lines commensurable tm square 
only, containing a medial rectangle, and such that the square 
on the greater is greater than the square on the less by the 
square on a straight line commensurable with the greater. 
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Let there be set out three rational straight lines 4, B, C 
commensurable in square only, and such that the square on A 
is greater than the square on C by the square on a straight 
line commensurable with 4, [x. 29] 


and let the square on D be equal to the rectangle 4, B. 


A 


D 
B 


Cc 


Therefore the square on D is medial ; 
therefore D is also medial. [x. 21] 
Let the rectangle D, E be equal to the rectangle P, C. 
Then since, as the rectangle 4, Z is to the rectangle B, C, 
so is A to C, 
while the square on D is equal to the rectangle 4, J, 
and the rectangle D, Æ is equal to the rectangle Z, C, 
therefore, as Æ is to C, so is the square on D to the rectangle 
D, E. 
But, as the square on D is to the rectangle D, Æ, so is D 
to E; 
therefore also, as 4 is to C, so is D to Æ. 
But 4 is commensurable with C in square only ; 
therefore D is also commensurable with Æ in square only. [x.::] 
But D is medial ; 
therefore Æ is also medial. [x. 23, addition] 
And, since, as 4 is to C, so is D to Æ, 
while the square on 4 is greater than the square on C by 
the square on a straight line commensurable with 4, 
therefore also the square on D will be greater than the square 
on Æ by the square on a straight line commensurable with D. 


[x. 14] 
I say next that the rectangle D, Æ is also medial. 


For, since the rectangle Z, C is equal to the rectangle D, £, 
while the rectangle Z, C is medial, fx. 2x] 
therefore the rectangle D, E is also medial. 

_ Therefore two medial straight lines D, E, commensurable 
in square only, and containing a medial rectangle, have been 
found such that the square on the greater is greater than the 
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square on the less by the square on a straight line commen- 
surable with the greater. 


Similarly again it can be proved that the square on D 
is greater than the square on Æ by the square on a straight 
line incommensurable with D, when the square on Æ is 
greater than the square on C by the square on a straight line 


incommensurable with 4. [x. 30] 
I. Euclid takes three straight lines of the form p, p JÀ, pV1—#, 
takes the mean proportional pat between the first two |... (1), 
and then finds x such that 
pat PA= pvi -Ëa APPELS (2), 


whence x= prt A ES 
and the straight lines pM, pat 1 — Ë satisfy the given conditions. 

Now (a) pÀ* is medial. 

(B) We have, from (1) and (2), 

p:pN1— Bop ix TER (3), 

whence x ~ pat ; and x is therefore medial and ~= prs, 

(y) x. pM mp JA. p Nx — E. 

But the latter is medial ; [x. 21] 
therefore a. pd*, or pł. pM VI- 2, is medial. 





Lastly (8) p, p /1 —# have the remaining property in the enunciation ; 
therefore p\*, pt Jt —# have it also. [x. 14] 
(Euclid has not the assistance of symbols to prove the proportion (3) above. 


He therefore uses the lemmas a2 :4c—- a :c and d?:de=d:e to deduce from 
the relations 


and a:b=c:e 
that a@:¢=a:64) 


ab = d? ] 


The straight lines oM, PUN 1— 4 may take any of the following forms 
according as the straight lines first taken are 


(1) a, JB, JEZE, (2) JA, JB, JA- FA, (3) JA, & JA- PA. 





—— NBle-ë 
(1) JaJ/B, Se 
VB(A—-BA 
(2) AB, OE 
b A—RA 


(3 WA, TRA 
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IL If the other conditions are the same, but the square on the first 
medial straight line is to exceed the square on the second by the square on a 
straight line zzcommensurable with the first, we begin with the three straight 


lines p, p /A, NES and the medial straight lines are 


Em 
VI+ 
The possible forms are even more various in this case owing to the more 
various forms that the original lines may take, e.g. 
(G) a, JB, Nae=C; 
(2 JA, 4, VA; 
(3) J4 & WVA-C; 
(4) J4, 4B, NAS; 
(5) JA, JB, VAC: 


the medial straight lines corresponding to these being 


prt, 


(1) JaJB, SEM 
(2) JEJA, E 
G) JEJA, UL. 
(4) AB, I ER 
e fam ZEO, 
LEMMA. 


_ Let ABC be a right-angled triangle having the angle 4 
right, and let the perpendicular 4D be - 

drawn ; A 

I say that the rectangle CB, BD is 

equal to the square on BA, 

the rectangle BC, CD equal to the $s e 
square on CA, 

the rectangle BD, DC equal to the square on 4D, 


and, further, the rectangle BC, AD 
BA, AC. rang equal to the rectangle 
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And first that the rectangle CZ, BD is equal to the square 
on BA. ; 

For, since in a right-angled triangle 4D has been drawn 
from the right angle perpendicular to the base, 
therefore the triangles 48D, ADC are similar both to the 
whole 4 BC and to one another. [vr. 8] 

And since the triangle 4 BC is similar to the triangle 44 5D, 
therefore, as CZ is to BA, so is BA to BD; [v1. 4] 
therefore the rectangle CB, BD is equal to the square on AZ. 

[vr. 17] 

For the same reason the rectangle BC, CD is also equal 

to the square on AC. 


And since, if in a right-angled triangle a perpendicular 
be drawn from the right angle to the base, the perpendicular 
so drawn is a mean proportional between the segments of the 
base, [vi. 8, Por.] 
therefore, as BD is to DA, so is AD to DC; 


therefore the rectangle BD, DC is equal to the square on AD. 


[vi. 17] 
I say that the rectangle BC, AD is also equal to the rect- 
angle 5.4, AC. 
For since, as we said, 4 BC is similar to ABD, 
therefore, as BC is to CA, so is BA to AD. [vi. 4] 
Therefore the rectangle BC, AD is equal to the rectangle 
BA, AC. [vi. 16] 
Q. E. D. 


PROPOSITION 33. 


To find two straight lines inconmensurable tn square which 
make the sum of the squares on them rational but the rectangle 
contained by them medial. 


Let there be set out two rational straight lines 4B, BC 
commensurable in square only 
and such that the square on the 





greater 4 Z is greater than the F 
square on the less BC by the 
square on a Straight line in- oar: 
A EB D Cs 


commensurable with 442, 
[x. 30] 
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let BC be bisected at D, 


let there be applied to 42 a parallelogram equal to the square 
on either of the straight lines BD, DC and deficient by a 
square figure, and let it be the rectangle AZ, EB; [vi 28] 


let the semicircle AFB be described on 42, 
let EF be drawn at right angles to 4B, 
and let AF, FB be joined. l 
Then, since AZ, BC are unequal straight lines, 


and the square on AB is greater than the square on BC by 
the square on a straight line incommensurable with AB, 


while there has been applied to 42 a parallelogram equal to 

the fourth part of the square on BC, that is, to the square on 

half of it, and deficient by a square figure, making the rect- 

angle AL, EB, 

therefore AZ is incommensurable with EZ. [x. 18] 
And, as AZ is to E P, so is the rectangle BA, AE to the 

rectangle 45, BE, 

while the rectangle BA, AE is equal to the square on 4AF, 

and the rectangle 44, BE to the square on BF; 


therefore the square on AF is incommensurable with the 
square on FB; 


therefore AF, FB are incommensurable in square. 
And, since 74 is rational, 
therefore the square on AZ is also rational ; 
so that the sum of the squares on 4AF, FB is also us 
L 47] 


And since, again, the rectangle JZ, E is equal to the 
square on EF, 


and, by hypothesis, the rectangle 4 E, ZB is also equal to the 
square on £D, 


therefore FE is equal to BD; 
therefore BC is double of FZ, 


so that the rectangle 44 P, BC is also commensurable with the 
rectangle AB, EF. 


But the rectangle 44, BC is medial ; (x. 21] 
therefore the rectangle 42, EF is also medial. [x. 23, Por.] 
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But the rectangle 42, EF is equal to the rectangle AF, 
FB; [Lemma] 


therefore the rectangle AF, FB is also medial. 


But it was also proved that the sum of the squares on these 
straight lines is rational. 

Therefore two straight lines AF, FB incommensurable 
in square have been found which make the sum of the 
squares on them rational, but the rectangle contained by them 
medial. 








Euclid takes the straight lines found in x. 30, viz. p, 
He then solves geometrically the equations 
x+y=p 
p 
4G FB) 
If x, y are the values found, he takes x, v such that 


and z, v are straight lines satisfying the conditions of the problem. 
Solving algebraically, we get (if x > y) 


s=? (se) (a 3) 
E NI +Æ’ d 2 Jr Zr 


whence y= VE dcr 
2 NIHA 
p J k 
v=- I———— 
J2 Ny 


Euclid's proof that these straight lines fulfil the requirements is as follows. 





(a) The constants in the equations (1) satisfy the conditions of x. 18; 


therefore X vy. 
But x iyc y. 
Therefore xo, 


and z, v are thus zxcommensurable in square. 


(B) += p, which is rational. 


Pee eee 
By (2), uv=p. Nay 
SE 
atk 
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But —_ is a medial area, 


r4 


therefore uv is medial. 





Since p, may have any of the three forms 








p 
NIT = LE 
(1) a, NÆB, (2) JA, VA-B, (3) JA, VA-B, 


u, v may have any of the forms 


a EE VETE -a dB. 


Gy: s A+ NAB [42945 4- EU 


(3) JETA ge 


PROPOSITION 34. 


To find two straight lines incommensurable in square whith 
make the sum of the squares on them medial but the rectangle 
contained by them vatzonal. 


Let there be set out two medial straight lines 4B, BC, 
commensurable in square only, such that the rectangle which 
they contain is rational, and the square on 42 is greater than 
the square on C by the square on a straight line incom- 
mensurable with 4B; [x. 31, ad fn.) 


A F B E c 


let the semicircle 442 be described on AB, 

let BC be bisected at Æ, 

let there be applied to 42 a parallelogram equal to the square 

on GE and deficient by a square figure, namely the rectangle 

AF, LB; [v. 28] 

therefore AF is incommensurable in length with LJ.  [x. 18] 
Let FD be drawn from F at right angles to 4B, 

and let AD, D be joined. 
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Since AF is incommensurable in length with FÐ, 
therefore the rectangle GA, AF is also incommensurable with 
the rectangle 445, BF. [x. rr] 

But the rectangle BA, AF is equal to the square on AD, 
and the rectangle A, BF to the square on DB; 
therefore the square on 44 D is also incommensurable with the 
square on DZ. 

And, since the square on 4Z is medial, 
therefore the sum of the squares on 4D, DB is also medial. 

[nr 31, 1. 47] 

And, since BC is double of DF; 
therefore the rectangle 4B, BC is also double of the rectangle 
AB, FD. 

But the rectangle 48, BC is rational ; 


therefore the rectangle 4B, FD is also rational. | [x. 6] 
But the rectangle 4B, FD is equal to the rectangle 4D, 
DB; [Lemma] 


so that the rectangle 4D, DB is also rational. 

Therefore two straight lines 4D, DB incommensurable 
in square have been found which make the sum of the squares 
on them medial, but the rectangle contained by them rational. 

Q. E. D. 
In this case we take [x. 31, 2nd part] the medial straight lines 
p p 
GER (rem 





Solve the equations 











(1+ 2) d 
and z, v are straight lines satisfying the given conditions. 
Euclid's proof is similar to the preceding. 
(a) From (x) it follows [x. 18] that 
X5 
whence v ov, 
and z, v are thus incommensurable in square. 
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(B) wte= Tap p à which is a medial area. 
+ 





uv = P xy 
(y) U "T: Vay 
I 


2 
TUNES , Which is a rational area. 
2 I+% 





Therefore wv is rational. 
To find the actual form of x, v, we have, by solving the equations (1) 
(if xy) 


Fe pRUCPEOD 


EUCH LS k); 


and hence es NNI Ë+ 
A2 (14 £) 


TN NN T+ Re 
egt k. 


Bearing in mind the forms which ———— 





may take (see note 
(14 NUS (1+ y 
on X. 31), we shall find that v, v may have any of the forms 


9 (BB JED 


(2) VIT + v2) JA-B NZE JB JA-B. 


(a) NA (JA 2) VA EN ea a 2) VEJ 





PROPOSITION 35. 


To find two straight lines incommensurable in sguare which 
make the sum of the sguares on them medial and the rectangle 
contained by them medial and moreover VIAIBINEMSINTH US with 
the sum of the sguares on them. 


Let there be set out two medial straight lines 4B, BC 
commensurable in square only, containing a medial rectangle, 
and such that the square on AB is greater than the square on 
BC by the square on a straight line incommensurable with 
AB; [x. 32, ad fín.] 
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let the semicircle 44/22 be described on AB, 
and let the rest of the construction be as above. 


A i FB E [e 


Then, since 4/ is incommensurable in length with FB, 
[x. 18] 


AD is also incommensurable in square with DZ. [x. 11] 
And, since the square on AB is medial, 
therefore the sum of the squares on 4D, DB is also medial. 
[ur. 31, 1. 47] 


And, since the rectangle A47, FB is equal to the square 
on each of the straight lines BE, DF, 


therefore BE is equal to DF; 
therefore BC is double of FD, 
so that the rectangle A.B, BC is also double of the rectangle 
AB, FD. 
But the rectangle 4B, BC is medial ; 
therefore the rectangle 42, FD is also medial. [x. 32, Por.] 
And it is equal to the rectangle 4D, DB; 
[Lemma after x. 32] 
therefore the rectangle 4D, DB is also medial. 
And, since ABZ is incommensurable in length with BC, 
while CZ is commensurable with BE, 
therefore AB is also incommensurable in length with BZ, 
[x- 13] 
so that the square on d is also incommensurable with the 


rectangle 4B, BE. [x. 11] 
But the squares on AD, DB are equal to the square on 
AB, [1. 47] 


and the rectangle 4Z, FD, that is, the rectangle 4D, DB, is 
equal to the rectangle 4B, BE; 


therefore the sum of the squares on AD, DB is incommen- 
surable with the rectangle 4D, DB. 


H. E. III. 6 
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Therefore two straight lines 4D, DB incommensurable 
in square have been found which make the sum of the squares 
on them medial and the rectangle contained by them medial 
and moreover incommensurable with the sum of the squares 
on them. 

Q. E. D. 


Take the medial straight lines found in x. 32 (2nd part), viz. 
pat, pM] Jic 
Solve the equations 


Ey = pr* 
_ PAX sementem het (1), 
y 4 (1 t £) . 
and then put d (2) 
epi .y | 


where x, y are the ascertained values of x, y. 


Then z, v are straight lines satisfying the given conditions. 
Euclid proves this as follows. 


(a) From (x) it follows [x. 18] that x v y. 











Therefore y, 
and Hu v 9. 
(B) 2? 4 V? — p? JA, which is a medial area .................. (3). 
(y) uv = pat Nay 
2r PÀ eee ; 
=; JP which is a medial area ............ (4); 
therefore zz is medial. . 
Ai 
è M VL IET, 
à 3 24rc-£ 
š 1 PNA 
whence e JÀ - ; 
ibi: 


That is, by (3) and (4), 
(+7) o uz. 
The actual values are found thus. Solving the equations (1), we have 





MS I+ =.) 
2 A14 E d 
i 
"Cru 
= — I — —— 
A 2 Jr E 
i 
` whence goo MET em 
A2 AIME 
pat ko 
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According as p is of the form a or J4, we have a variety of forms for 
X, V, arrived at by using the same transformations as in the notes on X. 30 


and X. 32 (second part), e.g. 
(x) ACE JO) JB. TEM C) JB 


o JUIF, (=I, 
o JIB, (Seal, 


and the expressions in (2), (3) with 2 in place of JP. 


Proposition 36. 


If two rational straight lines commensurable in square 
only be added together, the whole is irrational; and let it be 
called binomial. 

For let two rational straight lines AB, BC commen- 

ssurable in square only be added 
together ; 
I say that the whole AC is ir- ^ B s 
rational. 

For, since 4B is incommensurable in length with BC— 

:o for they are commensurable in square only— 
and, as AB is to BC, so is the rectangle 4B, BC to the 
square,on BC, 
therefore the rectangle 44, BC is incommensurable with the 
square on BC. [x. r11] 
15 But twice the rectangle 442, BC is commensurable with 
the rectangle 4B, BC [x. 6), and the squares on AB, BC are 
commensurable with the square on ZC—for AB, BC are 
rational straight lines commensurable in square only—  [x. 15] 
therefore twice the rectangle 4B, BC is incommensurable 
20 with the squares on AB, BC. [x. 13] 

And, componendo, twice the rectangle 48, BC together 
with the squares on AJ, BC, that is, the square on AC (n. 4], 
is incommensurable with the sum of the squares on 4B, BC.. 


[x. 16] 
But the sum of the squares on 4B, BC is rational ; 


25 therefore the square on AC is irrational, 
so that AC is also irrational. [x. Def. 4] 
And let it be called binomial. Q. E. D. 


6—2 
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Here begins the first hexad of propositions relating to compound irrational 
straight lines. The six compound irrational straight lines are formed by 
adding two parts, as the corresponding six in Props. 73—78 are formed by 
subtraction. The relation between the six irrational straight lines in this and 
the next five propositions with those described in Definitions 1. and the 
Props. 48—53 following thereon (the first, second, third, fourth, fifth and 
sixth binomials) will be seen when we come to Props. 54—59 ; but it may be 
stated here that the six compound irrationals in Props. 36—41 can be found 
by means of the equivalent of extracting the square root of the compound 
irrationals in x. 48—53 (the process being, strictly speaking, the finding of the 
sides of the squares equal to the rectangles contained by the latter irrationals 
respectively and a rational straight line as the other side), and it is therefore 
the further removed compound irrational, so to speak, which is treated first. 

In reproducing the proofs of the propositions, I shall for the sake of 
simplicity call the two parts of the compound irrational straight line x, y, 
explaining at the outset the forms which x, y really have in each case; x will 
always be supposed to be the greater segment. 

In this proposition x, y are of the form p, ./&. p, and (x +y) is proved to 
be irrational thus. 

x œ y, so that x v y. 


Now X i:yca amy 
so that x? o xy. 
But 2? ^ (x? 4 5), and xy ^ 2xy ; 
therefore (x? + 99) o 2xy, 
and hence (2? 9? + any) v (x? + y?). 


But (x? + 5?) is rational ; 
therefore (x +y}, and therefore (x ^ y), is irrational. 


This irrational straight line, p + |/4. p, is called a dinomdal straight line. 
This and the corresponding apotome (p— J/A.p) found in x. 73, are the 
positive roots of the equation 


x*—2(i-£)p.x + (1k) pt=o. 


PROPOSITION 37. 


Jf two medial straight lines commensurable in square only 
and containing a rational rectangle be added together, the 
whole ts irrational; and let it be called a first bimedial 
straight line. 


_ For let two medial straight lines 4B, BC commensurable 
in square only and containin 
a rational rectangle be added  , 
together ; 
I say that the whole AC is irrational. 

For, since AB is incommensurable in length with BC, 
therefore the squares on 4B, BC are also incommensurable 
with twice the rectangle 4B, BC; [cf x. 36, Il. 9—20] 
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and, componendo, the squares on AZ, BC together with twice 
the rectangle 447, BC, that is, the square on AC [1.4], is 
incommensurable with the rectangle 48, BC. [x. 16] 

But the rectangle 44 P, BC is rational; for, by hypothesis, 
A B, BC are straight lines containing a rational rectangle ; 
therefore the square on AC is irrational ; 


therefore AC is irrational. [x. Def. 4] 
And let it be called a first bimedial straight line. 
l Q. E. D. 


Here x, y have the forms Fp, Bp respectively, as found in x. 27. 
Exactly as in the last case we prove that 
Xy? 2xy, 
whence (x yy o zxy. 
But xy is rational ; 
therefore (x + y¥, and consequently (x + y), is irrational. 


The irrational straight line Jp + Ep is called a first dimedial straight line. 


This and the corresponding first afotome of a medial (Bp -— Bp) found in 
X. 74 are the positive roots of the equation 


x*— 2 Jk(1 +h) P.L - b(1 — & po. 


PROPOSITION 38. 


Jf two medial straight lines commensurable in square only 
and containing a medial rectangle be added together, the whole 
is irrational; and let zt be called a second bimedial straight 
line. 


For let two medial straight lines 48, BC commensurable 
in square only and containing 
a medial rectangle be added A B c 
together ; B H a 
I say that AC is irrational. 

For let a rational straight 
line DE be set out, and let the 





parallelogram DF equal to the € F 

square on AC be applied to DZ, 

producing DG as breadth. fx. 44] 
Then, since the square on AC is equal to the squares on 

A B, BC and twice the rectangle AB, BC, [1. 4] 


let ZH, equal to the squares on 48, BC, be applied to DE; 
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therefore the remainder A/F is equal to twice the rectangle 
AB, BC. 


2 And, since each of the straight lines 48, BC is medial, 
therefore the squares on AB, BC are also medial. 


But, by hypothesis, twice the rectangle 42, BC is also 
medial. 
And £/ is equal to the squares on 4B, BC, 


25 while EZ is equal to twice the rectangle 44, BC; 
therefore each of the rectangles EZ, HF is medial. 
And they are applied to the rational straight line DZ ; 


therefore each of the straight lines DH, HG is rational and 
incommensurable in length with DZ. [x. 22] 


3» Since then 4B is incommensurable in length with BC, 


and, as AB is to BC, so is the saat on ASB to the rectangle 
AB, BC, 


therefore the square on 4B is incommensurable with the rect- 


angle 4B, BC. [x. 11] 
35 But the sum of the squares on 42, BC is commensurable 
with the square on AB, [x. 5] 
and twice the rectangle 42, BC is commensurable with the 
rectangle AB, BC. [x. 6] 
Therefore the sum of the squares on AZ, BC is incom- 

4o mensurable with twice the rectangle 4B, BC. [x. 13] 


But £7 is equal to the squares on AB, BC, 
and HF is equal to twice the rectangle 4B, BC. 
Therefore EZ is incommensurable with A/F, 


so that DZ is also incommensurable in length with HG. 
[vi 1, x. 11] 


45 Therefore DH, HG are rational straight lines commen- 
surable in square only ; 


so that DG is irrational. (x. 36] 
But DE is rational ; 


and the rectangle contained by an irrational and a rational 
5o straight line is irrational ; [cf. x. 20] 


therefore the area DF is irrational, 
and the side of the square equal to it is irrational. —[x. Def. 4] 
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But AC is the side of the square equal to DF; 
therefore AC is irrational. 


55 And let it be called a second bimedial straight line. 
Q. E. D. 
After proving (l. 21) that each of the squares on 42, BC is medial, Euclid 
states (Il. 24, 26) that EZ, which is equal to the sum of the squares, is a 
medial area, but does not explain why. It is because, by hypothesis, the 
squares on AB, BC are commensurable, so that the sum of the squares is 
commensurable with either [x. 15] and is therefore a medial area [x. 23, Por.]. 


In this case [x. 28, note] x, y are of the forms £p, Mp respectively. 
Apply each of the areas (x? y?) and 2xy to a rational straight line e, i.e. 
suppose 
x+y? = ou, 
2Xy = OV. 
Now it follows from the hypothesis, x. 15 and x. 23, Por. that (x? + 7?) is 
a medial area; and so is 2xy, by hypothesis ; 
therefore ow, ov are medial areas. 


Therefore each of the straight lines x, v is rational and v e ........ (1). 
Again Xoyj 

therefore x? o xy. 
But X! x*-3* and xy ^ 2xy ; 

therefore XI? o 2xy, 

or ou v FU, 

whence UIO NEN EA a i (2). 


Therefore, by (1), (2), x, v are rational and ~. 

It follows, by x. 36, that (x + v) is irrational. 

Therefore (z+) o is an irrational area [this can be deduced from x. 20 
by reductio ad absurdum], 


whence (x +y}, and consequently (x - y), is irrational. 
— 4 
The irrational straight line pst is called a second bimedial straight 
line. 
i ` , p AA 
This and the corresponding second apotome of a medial (x p-^ 
k 


found in X. 75 are the positive roots of the equation 





PROPOSITION 39. 


If two straight lines incommensurable im square which 
make the sum of the squares on them rational, but the rectangle 
contained by them medial, be added together, the whole straight 
line ts irrational : and let it be called major. 


88 BOOK X [X. 39, 40 


For let two straight lines 48, BC incommensurable in 
square, and fulfilling the given con- 
ditions [x. 33], be added together ; a ae oe a 
I say that AC is irrational. 
For, since the rectangle 4.8, BC is medial, 
twice the rectangle 48, BC is also medial. (x. 6 and 23, Por.] 
But the sum of the squares on AB, BC is rational; 
therefore twice the rectangle 438, BC is incommensurable 
with the sum of the squares on AL, BC, 
so that the squares on AB, BC together with twice the rect- 
angle 4B, BC, that is, the square on AC, is also incommen- 


surable with the sum of the squares on 4B, BC; [x. 16] 
therefore the square on AC is irrational, 
so that AC is also irrational. [x. Def. 4] 


And let it be called major. 
Q. E. D. 


Here x, y are of the form found in x. 33, viz. 


TAN ru ME E SEA 
V2 Vr+k? X2 NEW 


By hypothesis, the rectangle xy is medial ; 
therefore 2xy is medial. 

Also (x? 4- 5?) is a rational area. 

Therefore Xy? o 2xy, 
whence (x yy o (x? 4 y?) 
so that (x +y}, and therefore (x +y), is irrational. 


NE . . MED SE xcu 5 
The irrational straight line 2- "4 d deus p up of fs a 
à J2 Vise JaN OU JITE 
called a major (irrational) straight line. 


This and the corresponding or irrational found in x. 76 are the 
positive roots of the equation 


n 


S 


2 


x1— 2p? , x 4 — — pt=o. 
P 145^ ^? 


PROPOSITION 40. 


Jf two straight lines incommensurable im square which 
make the sum of the squares on them medial, but the rectangle 
contained by them rational, be added together, the whole straight 
Line.ts irrational; and let it be called the side of a rational 
plus a medial area. 
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For let two straight lines 42, BC incommensurable in 
square, and fulfilling the given con- 
ditions [x. 34), be added together ; A B c 
I say that AC is irrational. 
For, since the sum of the squares on 48, BC is medial, 
while twice the rectangle 4B, DC is rational, 
therefore the sum of the squares on AB, BC is incommen- 
surable with twice the rectangle 4B, BC; 
so that the square on AC is also incommensurable with twice 
the rectangle AB, BC. [x. 16] 
But twice the rectangle 4B, BC is rational ; 
therefore the square on AC is irrational. 
Therefore AC is irrational. [x. Def. 4] 
And let it be called the side of a rational plus a 
medial area. 








Q. E. D. 
Here x, y have [x. 34] the forms 
M MN Now +, p^ 
4/2 = + X2 (1 4 £) Ma (x & £j) um 
In this case (a? +’) is a medial, and 2xy a x M area; thus 
e+ y*u2axy. 
Therefore (x yp o 2xy, 


whence, since 2xy is rational, 
(x + y}, and consequently (x + y), is irrational. 
The irrational eda line 


ME ere Nrrgn ey page ten E gE- 1+ — 
Ja (1 - E) a +R) V2(1+2) YE ERE 
is called (for an obvious reason) the “ side” of a ME plus a medial (area). 
This and the corresponding irrational with a minus sign found in x. 77 
are the positive roots of the equation 





xi =0. 





Ae ge TE AA 
JE : (r+ EP 


PROPOSITION 41. 


Jf two straight lines tncommensurable im square which 
make the sum of the squares on them medial, and the rectangle 
contained by them medial and also incommensurable with the 
sum of the squares on them, be added together, the whole straight 
line ts irrational ; and let rt be called the side of the sum 
of two medial areas. 
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For let two straight lines 44, BC incommensurable in 
square and satisfying the given conditions 
[x. 35] be added together ; 

I say that AC is irrational. 

Let a rational straight line DZ be set out, 
and let there be applied to DE the rectangle 
DF equal to the squares on AL, BC, and G 
the rectangle GH equal to twice the rectangle 
AB, BC; 
therefore the whole DH is equal to the square 
on AC. [u. 4] 

Now, since the sum of the squares on T | 
AB, BC is medial, 
and is equal to DF, 
therefore DF is also medial. 

And it is applied to the rational straight line DE ; 
therefore DG is rational and incommensurable in length with 
DE. [x. 22] 

For the same reason GE i is also rational and incommen- 
surable in length with G/, that is, DZ. 

And, since the squares on 48, BC are incommensurable 
with twice the rectangle 4 P, BC, 

DF is incommensurable with GH; 
so that DG is also incommensurable with GX. (vi. x, x. rz] 

And they are rational ; 
therefore DG, GK are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only ; 
therefore DØ is irrational and what is called binomial. (x. 36] 

But DZ is rational ; 
therefore DÆ is irrational, and the side of the square which 
is equal to it is irrational. [x. Def. 4] 

But AC is the side of the square equal to HD; 
therefore AC is irrational. 

And let it be called the side of the sum of two medial 
areas. 





H 








Q. E. D 


In this case x, y are of the farm: the form 


pt prt ghee 
N2 E N2 TE 
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By hypothesis, (x? +?) and 2xy are medial areas, and 


BA QUI EE (1). 
‘Apply’ these areas respectively to a rational straight line e, and suppose 
e+ y= ou 
} head dee E (2). 
2Xy = Ov 
Since then oz and ev are both medial areas, z; v are rational and both 
BEC MCI ENTE (3). 
Now, by (1) and (2), 
ou w OU, 
so that u u V. 


By this and (3), z, v are rational and ~. 

Therefore [x. 36] (x +v) is irrational. 

Hence c (z +v) is irrational [deduction from x. 20]. 
Thus (x + y)*, and therefore (x + y), is irrational. 
The irrational straight line 


"S Z M £ 

E Ye qu ge omega 

J2 NIFE Ja A1 
is called (again for an obvious reason) the “ side” of the sum of two medials 
(medial areas). 


This and the corresponding irrational with a minus sign found in x. 78 
are the positive roots of the equation 


xí—2 JA. xp! +2r 








LIT 
pue 


LEMMA. 

And that the aforesaid irrational straight lines are divided 
only in one way into the straight lines of which they are the 
sum and which produce the types in question, we will now 
prove after premising the following lemma. 

Let the straight line AB be set out, let the whole be cut 
into unequal parts at each of 
the points C, 2, 
and letzd C be supposed greater 
than DB; 

I say that the squares on AC, CZ are greater than the squares 
on AD, DB. 

For let AB be bisected at Z. 

Then, since AC is greater than DP, 
let DC be subtracted from each ; 
therefore the remainder 4D is greater than the remainder CB. 

But AZ is equal to FB; 
therefore DZ is less than. ZC; 


A D E e B 
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therefore the points C, D are not equidistant from the point 
of bisection. 


And, since the rectangle 4C, CB together with the square 


on EC is equal to the square on E, [i 5] 
and, further, the rectangle 4D, DB together with the square 
on DEF is equal to the square on ZZ, (id.] 


therefore the rectangle 4C, C& together with the square on 
EC is equal to the rectangle AD, DB together with the 
square on DÆ. 


And of these the square on DZ is less than the square 
on EC; 


therefore the remainder, the rectangle AC, CB, is also less 
than the rectangle 4D, DB, 
so that twice the rectangle 4C, CB is also less than twice 
the rectangle AD, DB. 
Therefore also the remainder, the sum of the squares on 
AC, CB, is greater than the sum of the squares on 4D, DB. 
Q. E. D. 
3. and which produce the types in question. The Greek is rrovovedy rà mpokeluevo. 


edn, and I have taken 0» to mean *'types (of irrational straight lines),” though the expression 
might perhaps mean “ satisfying the conditions in question." 


This proves that, if x e y 4 v, and if x, v are more nearly equal than 
x, y (Le. if the straight line is divided in the second case nearer to the point 
of bisection), then 


(x? y?) > (u? v. 
It is first proved by means of 11. 5 that 
2XY < 2U, 
whence, since (x +y} = (x +v), the required result follows. 


PROPOSITION 42. 


A binomial straight line 1s divided into its terms at one 
point only. 


Let AB be a binomial straight line divided into its terms 
at C; 





therefore AC, CB are rational - A E ae ee 
straight lines commensurable in 
square only. [x. 36] 


I say that 42 is not divided at another point into two 
rational straight lines commensurable in square only. 
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For, if possible, let it be divided at D also, so that AD, 
DB are also rational straight lines commensurable in square 
only. 

It is then manifest that AC is not the same with DB. 

For, if possible, let it be so. 

Then AD will also be the same as CB, 
and, as AC is to CZ, so will BD be to DA; 
thus AZ will be divided at D also in the same way as by the 
division at C : 
which is contrary to the hypothesis. 

Therefore AC is not the same with D. 

For this reason also the points C, D are not equidistant 
from the point of bisection. 

Therefore that by which the squares on AC, CB differ 
from the squares on AD, DB is also that by which twice 
the rectangle AD, DB differs from twice the rectangle 
AC, CB, 
because both the squares on 4C, CB together with twice the 
rectangle 4C, CZ, and the squares on AD, DB together 
with twice the rectangle 4D, DB, are equal to the square 
on AB. [u. 4] 

But the squares on AC, CB differ from the squares on 
AD, DB by a rational area, 
for both are rational ; 
therefore twice the rectangle 4D, DB also differs from twice 
the rectangle 4C, CZ by a rational area, though they are 
medial [x. 21]: 
which is absurd, for a medial area does not exceed a medial 
by a rational area. [x. 26] 

Therefore a binomial straight line is not divided at different 
points ; 
therefore it is divided at one point only. 


Q. E. D. 
This proposition proves the equivalent of the well-known theorem in 
surds that, 
if a+ J/b=x+ y, 
then a=x, b=y, 
and if Jat Jo o far uy, 


then “a=x, bey (ora=y, b=). 
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The proposition states that a binomial straight line cannot be split up into 

terms (óvópara) in two ways. For, if possible, let 
Xx4ty-xt4y, 

where x, y, and also x’, y, are the /erz;s of a binomial straight line, x', y 
being different from x, y (or y, x). 

One pair is necessarily more nearly equal than the other. Let x, y’ be 
more nearly equal than x, y. 

Then (a y?) — (x? y?) = 2x^y' — 2xy. 

Now by hypothesis (x? 4 53), (x? +y”) are rational areas, being of the form 
prp; 
but 2x'y', 2xy are medial areas, being of the form JA. p°; 
therefore the difference of two medial areas is rational : 
which is impossible. [x. 26] 

Therefore x’, y’ cannot be different from x, y (or y, x). 


PROPOSITION 43. 


A first bimedial strazght line is divided at one poent only. 


Let ABZ be a first bimedial straight line divided at C, so 
that 4C, CB are medial straight 
lines commensurable in square 
only and containing a rational 
rectangle ; [x. 37] 
I say that 4 is not so divided at another point. 


For, if possible, let it be divided at D also, so that AD, 
DB are also medial straight lines commensurable in square 
only and containing a rational rectangle. 

Since, then, that by which twice the rectangle AD, DB 
differs from twice the rectangle 4C, CZ is that by which the 
squares on AC, CB differ from the squares on 4D, DB, 


while twice the rectangle 4D, DB differs from twice the 
rectangle AC, CB by a rational area—for both are rational— 


therefore the squares on AC, CB also differ from the squares 
on AD, DB by a rational area, though they are medial : 


which is absurd. [x. 26] 


Therefore a first bimedial straight line is not divided into 
its terms at different points ; 


therefore it is so divided at one point only. 
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In this case, with the same hypothesis, viz. that 


EXriymxXay, 
and x’, y' are more nearly equal than x, y, 
we have as before (a y?) — (x? +y?) = 2x^y' — 2xy. 


But, from the given properties of x, y, and x, y', it follows that 2xy, 2x’y’ 
are rational, and (a*-- y?) (x? +") medial, areas. 

Therefore the difference between two medial areas is rational : 
which is impossible. [x. 26] 


PROPOSITION 44. 


A second bimedial straight line is divided at one point only. 


Let AB be a second bimedial straight line divided at C, 
so that 4C, CB are medial straight lines commensurable in 
square only and containing a medial rectangle ; [x. 38] 


it is then manifest that C is not at the point of bisection, 
because the segments are not commensurable in length. 


I say that 42 is not so divided at another point. 


A D C B 
: 
E M H N 
F L G K 


For, if possible, let it be divided at D also, so that AC is 
not the same with D, but AC is supposed greater ; 
it is then clear that the squares on 4D, DB are also, as we 
proved above [Lemma], less than the squares on 4C, CB; 
and suppose that 4D, DB are medial straight lines commen- 
surable in square only and containing a medial rectangle. 
Now let a rational straight line E be set out, 
let there be applied to EF the rectangular parallelogram EK 
equal to the square on AB, 
and let ÆG equal to the squares on AC, CB be subtracted ; 
therefore the remainder MK is equal to twice the rectangle 
AC, CB. fur. 4] 
Again, let there be subtracted EZ, equal to the squares 


on AD, DB, which were proved less than the squares on 
AC, CB [Lemma] ; 
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therefore the remainder MK is also equal to twice the rect- 
angle 4D, DB. 

Now, since the squares on AC, CB are medial, 
therefore ÆG is medial. 

And it is applied to the rational straight line E; 
therefore E is rational and incommensurable in length with 
EF. [x. 22] 

For the same reason 
FTN is also rational and incommensurable in length with Z7. 

And, since AC, CZ are medial straight lines commen- 
surable in square only, 
therefore AC is incommensurable in length with CZ. 

But, as AC is to CB, so is the square on AC to the rect- 


angle AC, CB; 
therefore the square on 4C is incommensurable with the rect- 
angle AC, CB. [x. 11] 


But the squares on 4C, CB are commensurable with the 
square on AC; for AC, CB are commensurable in square. 

[x. 15] 

And twice the rectangle AC, CZ is commensurable with 


the rectangle 4C, CB. [x. 6] 
Therefore the squares on AC, CB are also incommen- 
surable with twice the rectangle 4C, CB. [x. 13] 


But EG is equal to the squares,on AC, CB, 
and ZZK is equal to twice the rectangle 4C, CB; 
therefore ÆG is incommensurable with XK, 
so that E is also incommensurable in length with Æ. 

VI. I, X. IT 

And they are rational ; i 
therefore EH, HN are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only. 

But, if two rational straight lines commensurable in square 
only be added together, the whole is the irrational which is 
called binomial. [x. 36] 

Therefore ÆN is a binomial straight line divided at 7. 

In the same way EM, MN will also be proved to be 
rational straight lines commensurable in square only ; 
and ÆN will be a binomial straight line divided at different 
points, Æ and M. 
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And ZH is not the same with MN. 

For the squares on AC, CP are greater than the squares 
on AD, DP. 

But the squares on 4D, DB are greater than twice the 
rectangle 4D, DB; 


therefore also the squares on AC, CZ, that is, EG, are much ~ 
greater than twice the rectangle 4D, DP, that is, MK, 


so that E /7 is also greater than MN. 


Therefore ZH is not the same with MN. DE 

As the irrationality of the second bimedial straight line [x. 38] is proved by 
means of the irrationality of the binomial straight line [x. 36], so the present 
theorem is reduced to that of x. 42. 

Suppose, if possible, that the second bimedial straight line can be divided 
into its terms as such in two ways, i.e. that 

xtyan' ty’, 

where x’, y’ are nearer equality than x, y. 

Apply x? -- 5?, 2xy to a rational straight line c, i.e. let 

X +Y? = on, 
2XY = av. 

Then, as in x. 38, the areas x°+ 4°, 2xy are medial, so that ov, ov are 
medial ; 
therefore v, v are both rational and UO ....... csse (1). 


Again, by hypothesis, x, y are medial straight lines commensurable in 
square only ; 


therefore Xoy- 
Hence x? xy. 
And x*^(a*4y?, while zyfe 22y ; 
therefore (x7 4 y?) o 2xy, 
or ou o OV, 
and hence WOU uisniceiiiiibexi dn ier me runi: (2). 


Therefore, by (1) and (2), x, v are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only ; 


therefore w +v is a binomial straight line. 
Similarly, if x? +y? =o and 22'y'=ov’, 
u' +v' will be proved to be a binomial straight line. 
And, since (x +y} 2 (x' * yf, and therefore (uv + 2) 7 (v' +v’), it follows that 
a binomial straight line is divided as such in two ways: 
which is impossible. [x. 42] 
Therefore x +y, the given second bimedial straight line, can only be so 
divided in one way. 
In order to prove that z-- v, w +v represent a different division of the 
same straight line, Euclid assumes that a?--3?- 2xy. This is of course an 


easy inference from 11. 7; but the assumption of it here renders it probable 
that the Lemma after X. 59 is interpolated. 


H. E. III. 7 
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PROPOSITION 45. 


A major straight line is divided at one and the same point 
only. 


Let AB be a major straight line divided at C, so that 
AC, CB are incommensurable in 5 6 
square and make the sum of the | 4— ——————————1 
squares on 4C, CP rational, but the 

rectangle AC, CB medial ; [x. 39] 
I say that 4B is not so divided at another point. 

For, if possible, let it be divided at D also, so that 4D, 
DB are also incommensurable in square and make the sum 
of the squares on AD, DB rational, but the rectangle con- 
tained by them medial. 

Then, since that by which the squares on AC, C7 differ 
from the squares on 4D, DB is also that by which twice the 
rectangle 4D, DB differs from twice the rectangle 4C, CB, 
while the squares on AC, CB exceed the squares on AD, 
DB by a rational area—for both are rational— 
therefore twice the rectangle 4D, DB also exceeds twice the 
rectangle AC, CB by a rational area, though they are medial : 
which is impossible. [x. 26] 

Therefore a major straight line is not divided at different 
points ; 
therefore it is only divided at one and the same point. 


Q. E. D. 


If possible, let the major irrational straight line be divided into terms in 
two ways, viz. as (x +y) and (x’+ y), where x’, y’ are supposed to be nearer 
equality than x, y. 

We have then, às in X. 42, 43, 

(a? 4 y?) (x° +) = 2x y' — 2xy. 

But, by hypothesis, (x? 37), (x° +y”) are both rational, so that their 
difference is rational. 

Also, by hypothesis, 2x'y', 2xy are both medial areas ; 
therefore the difference of two medial areas is a rational area: 
which is impossible. [x. 26] 

Therefore etc. 
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PROPOSITION 46. 


The side of a rational plus a medial area is divided at one. 
point only. 


Let AB be the side of a rational plus. a medial area 
divided at C, so that AC, CB are 


incommensurable in square and make å b ó  — 3 
the sum of the squares on AC, CB 
medial, but twice the rectangle 4C, CB rational ; [x. 40] 


I say that 4B is not so divided at another point. 

For, if possible, let it be divided at D also, so that 4D, 
DB are also incommensurable in square and make the sum 
of the squares on AD, DB medial, but twice the rectangle 
AD, DB rational. 

Since then that by which twice the rectangle 4C, CB 
differs from twice the rectangle 4D, DB is also that by 
which the squares on 4D, DB differ from the squares on 
AC, CB, 
while twice the rectangle 4C, CB exceeds twice the rectangle 
AD, DB by a rational area, 
therefore the squares on AD, DB also exceed the squares 
on AC, CB by a rational area, though they are medial : 


which is impossible. [x. 26] 


Therefore the side of a rational plus a medial area is not 
divided at different poins à 


therefore it is divided at one point only. 


Here, as before, if we use the same notation, 
(2? +°) — (x° +y?) = 2x'y — 2xy, 
and the areas on the left side are, by hypothesis, both medial, while the areas 
on the right side are both rational. 
Thus the result of x. 26 is contradicted, as before. 
Therefore etc. 


PROPOSITION 47. 
The side of the sum of two medial areas ts divided at one 
pownt only. $ 


Let AB be divided at C, so that AC,. CB are incommen- 
surable in square and make the sum of the squares on 4C, 


J32 
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CB medial, and the rectangle 4C, CB medial and also in- 
commensurable with the sum of the squares on them ; 

I say that 4A is not divided at another point so as to fulfil 
the given conditions. 


H 

A E M N 
D 
c 

F LG K 
B 


For, if possible, let it be divided at D, so that again AC 
is of course not the same as BD, but AC is supposed greater; 
let a rational straight line EF be set out, 
and let there be applied to EF the rectangle ÆG equal to the 
squares on AC, CB, 
and the rectangle 7K equal to twice the rectangle 4C, CB; 
therefore the whole E is equal to the square on 48. |u. 4] 

Again, let EL, equal to the squares on 4D, DB, be applied 
to EF; 
therefore the remainder, twice the rectangle 4D, DB, is equal 
to the remainder MK. 

And since, by hypothesis, the sum of the squares on AC, 
CB is medial, 
therefore ÆG is also medial. 

And it is applied to the rational straight line EZ; 
therefore HE is rational and incommensurable in length with 
EF. [x. 22] 

For the same reason 
FTN is also rational and incommensurable in length with XA 


And, since the sum of the squares on AC, CA is incom- 
mensurable with twice the rectangle 4C, CZ, 


therefore ÆG is also incommensurable with GW, 
so that ZH is also incommensurable with AV. — (vi. 1, x. 11] 
And they are rational ; i 
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therefore E77, HN are rational straight lines commensurabl® 
in square only ; 


therefore ÆN is a binomial straight line divided at Æ. [x. 36] 
Similarly we can prove that it is also divided at 77. 
And EZ is not the same with MN ; 
therefore a binomial has been divided at different points : 
which is absurd. [x. 42] 
Therefore a side of the sum of two medial areas is not 
divided at different points ; 
therefore it is divided at one point only. 


Using the same notation as in the note on x. 44, we suppose that, if 
possible, 
wtyax ty’, 
and we put 
XAY on x" y? gu 
and a fe 
2Ky = 0V 2X y' = gt 
Then, since x? -- y*, 2xy are medial areas, and ø rational, 


u, v are both rational and v e. ...... eese (1). 

Also, by hypothesis, x+y O aay, 

whence DAVE (2). 
Therefore, by (1) and (2), x, v are rational and 
Hence v +v is a dinomial straight line. [x. 36] 
Similarly x’ +’ is a binomial straight line. 
But u+u= +; 

therefore a binomial straight line is divided into terms in two ways: 

which is impossible. [x. 42] 


Therefore etc. 


DEFINITIONS II. 


1. Given a rational straight line and a binomial, divided 
into its terms, such that the square on the greater term is 
greater than the square on the lesser by the square on a 
straight line commensurable in length with the greater, then, 
if the greater term be commensurable in length with the 
rational straight line set out, let the whole be called a first 
binomial straight line; 


2. but if the lesser term be commensurable in length 
with the rational straight line set out, let the whole be called 
a second binomial ; 
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3. and if neither of the terms be commensurable in length 
with the rational straight line set out, let the whole be called 
a third binomial. ` 


4. Again, if the square on the greater term be greater 
than the square on the lesser by the square on a straight line 
incommensurable in length with the greater, then, if the 
greater term be commensurable in length with the rational 
straight line set out, let the whole be called a fourth 
binomial; 


5. if the lesser, a fifth binomial ; 
6. and if neither, a sixth binomial. 


PROPOSITION 48. 


To find the first binomial straight line. 


Let two numbers AC, CZ be set out such that the sum 
of them AB has to BC the ratio 
which a square number has to a P 
square number, but has not to C4 
the ratio which a square number 
has to a square number ; A C B 

[Lemma r after x. 28] 
let any rational straight line D be set out, and let EF be 
commensurable in length with 2. 

Therefore EF is also rational. 

Let it be contrived that, 
as the number BA is to AC, so is the square on EF to the 
square on FG. ; [x. 6, Por.] 

But AB has to AC the ratio which a number has to a 
number ; 
therefore the square on E also has to the square on FG 
the ratio which a number has to a number, 
so that the square on E is commensurable with the square 
on FG. [x. 6] 

And £F is rational; 
therefore /G is also rational. 


And, since BA has not to AC the ratio which a square 
number has to a square number, 
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neither, therefore, has the square on ÆF to the square on FG 

the ratio which a square number has to a square number ; 

therefore E is incommensurable in length with FG. [x 9] 
Therefore EF, FG are rational straight lines commen- 

surable in square only; 

therefore ÆG is binomial. [x. 36] 


I say that it is also a first binomial straight line. 

For since, as the number BA is to AC, so is the square 
on £F to the square on FG, 
while BA is greater than 4C, 
therefore the square on £F is also greater than the square 
on FG. 

Let then the squares on ZG, Æ be equal to the square on 
EF. 

Now since, as BA is to AC, so is the square on £F to the 
square on FG, 
therefore, convertendo, 
as AB is to BC, so is the square on EZ to the square on ZH. 

[v. 19, Por.] 

But 44 P has to BC the ratio which a square number has 
to a square number ; 
therefore the square on EF also has to the square on Æ the 
ratio which a square number has to a square number. 

Therefore EF is commensurable in length with 77; (x. 9] 
therefore the square on Z/ is greater than the square on FG 
by the square on a straight line commensurable with ZF. 

And ZF, FG are rational, and ZF is commensurable in 
length with D.. 

Therefore E is a first binomial straight line. 

Q. E. D. 

Let &p be a straight line commensurable in length with p, a given rational 
straight line. 

The two numbers taken may be written £ (zz? — n°), 52, where (s? — 7°) is 
not a square. 


Take x such that 
re: pl ERPE 2 TAE (1), 


[58.48 
whence EN T ms 


NE 4 , is a frst ġinomial straight line ...... (2). 





Then Ap +x, or kp + £p 
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To prove this we have, from (1), 
xf, 

and x is rational, but x v Zp; 
that is, x is rational and ^— Ap, 
so that 4p + x is a binomial straight line. 

Also, £p? being greater than x, suppose £p? — x? — y? 

Then, from (1), jm) pH Ee :y, 
whence y is rational and ^ £p. 

Therefore £p + x is a frs? binomial straight line [x. Deff. 11. 1]. 

This binomial straight line may be written thus, 

Rp + kp A1 - X, 

When we come to x. 85, we shall find that the corresponding straight line 

with a negative sign is the first apotome, 
hp — kp Nx — M. 

Consider now the equation of which these two expressions are the roots. 

The equation is 
x — kp. x + ME! = o. 

In other words, the first binomial and the first apotome correspond to the 

roots of the equation 
x? — 2a% + Na? = o, 

where a = £p. 


PROPOSITION 49. 
To find the second binomial straight line. 


Let two numbers 4C, CB be set out such that the sum 
of them AB has to SC the ratio which 


a square number has to a square number, 








but has not to AC the ratio which a ^ g 
square number has to a square number ; D H 
let a rational ‘straight line D be set out, F 

and let £F be commensurable in length © 

with D ; ý 

therefore ZF is rational. G 


Let it be contrived then that, 
as the number C4 is to 4B, so also is the square on EF to 


the square on FG ; [x. 6, Por.] 
therefore the square on AF is commensurable with the square 
on FG. [x. 6] 


Therefore FG is also rational. 
Now, since the number CA has not to 4B the ratio which 
a square number has to a square number, neither has the 
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square on EF to the square on FG the ratio which a square 
number has to a square number. 
Therefore ZF is incommensurable in length with FG ; 
[x. 9] 
therefore EF, FG are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only ; 


therefore EG is binomial. [x. 36] 


It is next to be proved that it is also a second binomial 
straight line. 


For since, inversely, as the number BA is to AC, so is 
the square on GF to the square on FZ, 
while BA is greater than AC, 
therefore the square on GF is greater than the square on FÆ. 
Let the squares on EF, H be equal to the square on GF; 
therefore, convertendo, as AB is to BC, so is the square on 
FG to the square on Æ. [v. 19, Por.] 
But 4B has to BC the ratio which a square number has 
to a square number ; 
therefore the square on FG also has to the square on Æ the 
ratio which a square number has to a square number. 
Therefore FG is commensurable in length with 77; [x. 9] 
so that the square on FG is greater than the square on FE 
by the square on a straight line commensurable with FG. 


And FG, FE are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only, and £7, the lesser term, is commensurable in 
length with the rational straight line D set out. 

Therefore ÆG is a second binomial straight line. 


Q. E. D. 


Taking a rational straight line 4p commensurable in length with p, and 
selecting numbers of the same form as before, viz. 5 (z?? — 22), pn, we put 


B (mà w) i pai = Ep ix. (1), 


so that 


Just as before, x is rational and ~~ 2p, 
whence 4p + x is a dinomial straight line. 
By (1), x > Ep. 
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Let e- ge y, 
whence, from (1), nè: pest: I, 
and y is therefore rational and ^ x. 
The greater term of the binomial straight line is x and the lesser 4p, and 
Rp 








satisfies the definition of the second binomial straight line. 
The corresponding second apotome [x. 86] is 
p 











sa — hp. 
Jr—X p 
The equation of which the two expressions are the roots is 
A x 
T EMIL. MEE —— Ep = 0, 
VIN r-X 
or ax! — 2ax + Ma? = o, 
K 
where uc 
Jr-X 


PROPOSITION 50. 
To find the third binomial straight line. 


Let two numbers AC, CB be set out such that the sum 
of them AZ has to BC the ratio which a square number has 
to a square number, but has not to 4C the ratio which a square 
number has to a square number. 


* K A Cc B 





E 


E G 


H 





Let any other number D, not square, be set out also, and 
let it not have to either of the numbers BA, AC the ratio 
which a square number has to a square number. 

Let any rational straight line E be set out, 


and let it be contrived that, as D is to 4B, so is the square 


on Æ to the square on FG ; [x. 6, Por.] 
therefore the square on Æ is commensurable with the square 
on FG. [x. 6] 


And Z is rational ; 
therefore FG is also rational. - 
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And, since D has not to AB the ratio which a square 
number has to a square number, 
neither has the square on Æ to the square on FG the ratio 
which a square number has to a square number ; 


therefore Æ is incommensurable in length with FG. [x. 9] 


Next let it be contrived that, as the number BA is to AC, 


so is the square on FG to the square on GH; [x. 6, Por.] 
therefore the square on FG is commensurable with the square 
on GH. [x- 6] 


But FG is rational ; 
therefore G7 is also rational. 
And, since 5.4. has not to AC the ratio which a square 
number has to a square number, 
neither has the square on FG to the square on HG the ratio 
which a square number has to a square number ; 
therefore FG is incommensurable in length with GHZ. — [x. 9] 
Therefore FG, GH are rational straight lines commen- 
surable in square only ; 
therefore FH is binomial. [x. 36] 


I say next that it is also a third binomial straight line. 
For since, as D is to AZ, so is the square on Æ to the 
square on FG, 
and, as BA is to AC, so is the square on FG to the square 
on GH, 
therefore, ex aegualt, as D is to AC, so is the square on E to 
the square on GH. [v. 22] 
But D has not to AC the ratio which a square number 
has to a square number ; 
therefore neither has the square on Æ to the square on GH 
the ratio which a square number has to a square number ; 
therefore Æ is incommensurable in length with GZ, [x. 9] 
And since, as BA is to AC, so is the square on FG to 
the square on GH, 
therefore the square on FG is greater than the square on GZ, 


Let then the squares on GH, K be equal to the square 
on FG; 
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therefore, convertendo, as AB is to BC, so is the square on FG 
to the square on Æ. [v. 19, Por.] 
But 42 has to BC the ratio which a square number has 
to a square number ; 
therefore the square on FG also has to the square on X the 
ratio which a square number has to a square number ; 
therefore FG is commensurable in length with Æ. [x. 9] 
Therefore the square on FG is greater than the square on 
GH by the square on a straight line commensurable with FG. 
And FG, G are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only, and neither of them is commensurable in length 
with Æ. 
Therefore FH is a third binomial straight line. 
Q. E. D. 


Let p be a rational straight line. 

Take the numbers g (zy? — z?), gn’, 
and let ^ be a third number which is not a square and which has not to gm? 
or g (m? — n°) the ratio of square to square. 


Take x such that DEQ ae xg eiat (1) 
Thus x is rational and vp... (2). 
Next suppose that gm Ae i aes oira inii aa (3). 
It follows that y is rational and ^— x .......ssssssse eee (4). 


Thus (x +y) is a &inomial straight line. 
Again, from (1) and (3), ex aequat, 


4:9 (Mam) HP yr s sss (5), 
whence YP EESE Te a ES rae vrai (6). 
Suppose that a —y -g 


Then, from (3), convertendo, 
gm i:gqm-xiz, 
whence BOX, 
Thus Mad — ya x, 
and x, y are both v p; 
therefore x + y is a third binomial straight line. 





Now, from (1), =p. ma, 
nf — rà. 
and, by (5), Jy-p. M 


Thus the third binomial is 


JS. p (m+ m? — 22), 


which we may write in the form 


m Jk. p m Jh. px —À. 
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The corresponding ZZ apotome [x. 87] is 
mE. p—m Jk. pNx —X. 
The two expressions are accordingly the roots of the equation 
x? — 2m Jk. px + Xm? Ap? = o, 
or x? — zax + Aia? = o, 
where a= Jk. p. 
See also note on X. 53 (ad fin.). 


PROPOSITION 51. 


To find the fourth binomial straight line. 


Let two numbers 4C, CB be set out such that AB 
neither has to BC, nor yet to AC, the ratio 
which a square number has to a square number. 

Let a rational straight line D be set out, A E 


and let E be commensurable in length with D; 
therefore E is also rational. 
Let it be contrived that, as the number BA © 


is to AC, so is the square on EF to the square E 
on FG; [x.6,Por] P nu 
therefore the square, on ÆF is commensurable 

with the square on FG; [x. 6] G 


therefore FG is also rational. 


Now, since BA has not to AC the ratio which a square 
number has to a square number, 


neither has the square on EF to the square on FG the ratio 
which a square number has to a square number ; 


therefore ZF is incommensurable in length with FG. [x.9] 


"Therefore EF, FG are rational straight lines commen- 
surable in square only ; 


so that ÆG is binomial. 


I say next that it is also a fourth binomial straight line. 
For since, as BA is to AC, so is the square on EF to the 
square on FG, 
therefore the square on E is greater than the square on FG. 


Let then the squares on FG, Æ be equal to the square 
on EZ; 
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therefore, convertendo, as the number AB is to BC, so is the 
square on EZ to the square on 77. [v. 19, Por.] 
But 4B has not to BC the ratio which a square number 
has to a square number ; 
therefore neither has the square on ÆF to the square on Æ 
the ratio which a square number has to a square number. 
Therefore ZF is incommensurable in length with Æ ; [x. 9] 
therefore the square on EF is greater than the square on GF 
by the square on a straight line incommensurable with ÆA. 


And EF, FG are rational straight lines commensurable in 
square only, and £/ is commensurable in length with D. 
Therefore ÆG is a fourth binomial straight line. 


Q. E. D. 


Take numbers zz, 2 such that (7 + z) has not to either zz or z the ratio of 
sqüare to square. 








'Take x such that (m+n): m= kp? : 2%, 
whence x = Bp -5 
= XR , Say. 
Then Ap + x, or kp + X x? is a fourth binomial straight line. 





For vV% -x is incommensurable in length with 4p, and Ap is com- 
mensurable in length with p. 
The corresponding fourth apotome [x. 88] is 








The equation of which the two expressions are the roots is 


À 
2 oko. x+——~ k? = 
a Bhp. 0+ — £p! = o, 





À "E 
TRA CN 
where a= kp. 


or x? — 2a% + 


PROPOSITION 52. 


To find the fifth binomial straight line. 


Let two numbers 4C, CB be set out such that AZ has 
not to either of them the ratio which a square number has 
to a square number ; 


let any rational straight line D be set out, 
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and let EF be commensurable with D ; 
therefore EF is rational. 
Let it be contrived that, as CA is to AB, so is the 
square on Z7 to the square on FG. [x. 6, Por.] 
But CA has not to AB the ratio which a A 
square number has to a square number ; 
therefore neither has the square on E to the 
square on ZG the ratio which a square number F 
has to a square number. 
Therefore EF, FG are rational straight œ 
lines commensurable in square only ; [x. 9] 
therefore ÆG is binomial. [x. 36] 





H à 





I say next that it is also a fifth binomial straight line. 
For since, as C4 is to AB, so is the square on EF to 
the square on FG, 


inversely, as BA is to AC, so is the square on FG to the 
square on FE ; 
therefore the square on GF is greater than the square on FE. 


Let then the squares on EZ, /7 be equal to the square 
on GF; 


therefore, convertendo, as the number ABP is to BC, so is the 
square on G to the square ón 77. [v. 19, Por.] 
But AZ has not to BC the ratio which a square number 
has to a square number ; 
therefore neither has the square on FG to the square on /7 
the ratio which a square number has to a square number. 
Therefore FG is incommensurable in length with Æ ; [x. 9] 
so that the square on FG is greater than the square on FE 
by the square on a straight line incommensurable with FG. 
And GF, FE are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only, and the lesser term EF is commensurable in 


length with the rational straight line D set out. 
Therefore EG is a fifth binomial straight line. 


Q. E. D. 
If m, n be numbers of the kind taken in the last proposition, take x such 


that . 
m (mnm =p: x. 
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In this case x= kp af Xue 
m 
=kpN1 +A, say, 
and x > &p. 


Then £p V1 +A + Ap is a fifth binomial straight line. 
For Vx? — £pl, or JA. kp, is incomniensurable in length with £p V1 +A, 
or x; 
and &p, but not Zp X/1 +A, is commensurable in length with p. 
The corresponding ffth apotome [x. 89] is 
kp NI 4- X — Ap. 


The equation of which the fifth binomial and the fifth apotome are the 
roots is 





x? — 2&p Nr - X. x+ Ag? — o, 


or x? 22x 





Aes 
pier 
where a = kp A14 X. 


PROPOSITION 53. 


To find the sixth binomial straight line. 


Let two numbers 4C, CB be set out such that 4A has 
not to either of them the ratio which a 
square number has to a square number ; A IF 
and let there also be another number D D 
which is not square and which has not to 
either of the numbers BA, AC the ratio œo 








which a square number has to a square LG 

number. B K | 
Let any rational straight line E be set 

out, H 

and let it be contrived that, as D is to 4B, 

so is the square on Æ to the square on FG ; [x. 6, Por.] 

therefore the square on Æ is commensurable with the square 

on FG. [x. 6] 


And Z is rational ; 
therefore FG is also rational. 


Now, since D has not to AB the ratio which a square 
number has to a square number, 
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neither has the square on Æ to the square on FG the ratio 
which a square number has to a square number ; 
therefore Æ is incommensurable in length with ZG. [x- 9] 
Again, let it be contrived that, as BA is to AC, so is the 
square on ZG to the square on GH. [x. 6, Por.] 
Therefore the square on FG is commensurable with the 
square on HG, [x. 6] 
Therefore the square on ÆG is rational; 
therefore ÆG is rational. 
And, since BA has not to AC the ratio which a square 
number has to a square number, 
neither has the square on FG to the square on GZ the ratio 
which a square number has to a square number; 
therefore FG is incommensurable in length with GH. — [x. 9] 
Therefore FG, GH are rational straight lines commen- 
surable in square only ; 
therefore FH is binomial. [x. 36] 


It is next to be proved that it is also a sixth binomial 
straight line. 
For since, as D is to 4B, so is the square on Z to the 
square, on ZG, 
and also, as BA is to AC, so is the square on FG to the 
square on GH, 
therefore, ex aegualt, as D is to AC, so is the square on Æ 
to the square on GH. [v. 22] 
But D has not to AC the ratio which a square number 
has to a square number ; 
therefore neither has the square on Æ to the square on GH 
the ratio which a square number has to a square number ; 
therefore Æ is incommensurable in length with GH. [x. 9] 
But it was also proved incommensurable with FG ; 
therefore each of the straight lines FG, GA is incommen- 
surable in length with Æ. 
And, since, as BA is to AC, so is the square on FG to 
the square on GH, 
therefore the square on FG is greater than the square on GH. 
Let then the squares on GH, K be equal to the square 
on FG; 


H. E. III. 8 
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therefore, convertendo, as AB is to BC, so is the square on FG 
to the square on K. [v. 19, Por.] 


` But AB has not to BC the ratio which a square number 
has to a square number ; 


so that neither has the square on FG to the square on K the 
ratio which a square number has to a square number. 


Therefore FG is incommensurable in length with X; [x. 9] 


therefore the square on FG is greater than the square on GH 
by the square on a straight line incommensurable with FG. 


And FG, GH are rational straight lines commensurable in 
square only, and neither of them is commensurable in length 
with the rational straight line Æ set out. 

Therefore FH is a sixth binomial straight line. 


Q. E. D. 


Take numbers m, z such that (m+) has not to either of the numbers 
m, n the ratio of square to square; take also a third number 7, which is not 
square, and which has not to either of the numbers (7 +7), m the ratio of 
Square to square. 

Let 25:(m-a)ept d.e exten (1) 
and (m n) om yl ci AANDE ANA (2). 

Then shall (x + y) be a sixth binomial straight line. 

For, by (1), x is rational and v p. 
By (2), since x is rational, 

y is rational and v x. 

Hence x, y are rational and commensurable in square only, so that (x +y) 
is a binomial straight line. 

Again, ex aequali, from (1) and (2), 


whence y v p. 


Thus x, y are both incommensurable in length with p. 
Lastly, from (2), convertendo, 


(m+n): n=x?: (x? —y*), 
so that J/x* — y! v x. 


Therefore (x + y) is a sixth binomial straight line. 
Now, from (1) and (3), 





min 


= p/h, say, 
$ = pA/&, Say, 


m 
=p. AUT A, , 
ELE ET 


and the sixt binomial straight line may be written 


JR. p fr. p. 
The Fortesponding sixth apotome is [X. 9o] 


Ne. P— JA. p; 





x= p 
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and the equation of which the two expressions are the roots is 
x — 2 Jk. px € (&— X) p? =o, 
- k-d , 
or Kec an E =0, 
where a= ,/&. p. 

Tannery remarks (“De la solution géométrique des problémes du second 
degré avant Euclide” in Mémoires de la Société des sciences physiques et naturelles 
de Bordeaux, 2° Série, T. 1v.) that Euclid admits as binomials and apotomes 
the ¢hird and sixth binomials and apotomes which are the square roots of first 
binomials and apotomes respectively. Hence the third and sixth binomials 
and apotomes are the positive roots of diguadratic equations of the same form 
as the quadratics which give as roots the first and fourth binomials and 
apotomes. But this remark seems to be of no value because (as was pointed 
out a hundred years ago by Cossali, 11. p. 260) the squares of aZ the six 
binomials and apotomes (including the first and fourth) give frst binomials 
and apotomes respectively. Hence we may equally well regard them all as 
roots of biquadratics reducible to quadratics, or generally as roots of equations 
of the form 

x? 2x. x tg= 0; 
and nothing is gained by raising the degree of the equations in this way. 
It is, of course, easy to see that the most general form of binomial and 


apotome, viz. 
p- Ex p. JA, 
give frst binomials and apotomes when squared. 


For the square is p ((& * A) p 2 AA. p]; and the expression within the 
bracket is a first binomial or apotome, because 


(1) &+rA>2 VA, 
(2) V(B+A)?- 42A 5 & — À, which is ^ (A+A), 
(3) *Xp^p 


LEMMA. 


Let there be two squares 44, BC, and let them be placed 
so that DZ is in a straight line with BZ; 
therefore FB is also in a straight line with — G o 
i ane eur 

Let the parallelogram ÆC be completed; D E 
I say that AC is a square, that DG is a 
mean proportional between 4B, BC, and 
further that DC is a mean proportional A F 
between AC, CB. 

For, since DB is equal to BF, and BE to BG, 
therefore the whole DZ is equal to the whole FG. 

But DÆ is equal to each of the straight lines 4477, KC, 
and FG is equal to each of the straight lines AK, AC; [1 34] 

8—2 
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therefore each of the straight lines 4H, KC is also equal to 
each of the straight lines 4K, HC. 


Therefore the parallelogram AC is equilateral. 
And it is also rectangular ; 
therefore AC is a square. 
And since, as F7 is to BG, so is DB to BE, 
while, as FB is to BG, so is AB to DG, 
and, as D is to BE, so is DG to BC, [vr 1] 
therefore also, as 42 is to DG, so is DG to BC. [v. x1] 
Therefore DG is a mean proportional between 74 P, BC. 


I say next that DC is also a mean proportional between 
AC, CB. 

For since, as 4D is to DK, so is KG to GC— 
for they are equal respectively— 
and, componendo, as AK is to KD, so is KC to CG, [v. 18] 
while, as_4K is to KD, so is AC to CD, 
and, as KC is to CG, so is DC to CB, [vr 1] 
therefore also, as ÆC is to DC, so is DC to BC. [v. r1] 

Therefore DC is a mean proportional between 4C, CB. 

Being what it was proposed to prove. 
It is here proved that 
X LY =EL: I, 

and (etyPi(ery)y=(ety)y ye. 

The first of the two results is proved in the course of x. 25 (lines 6—8 on 


p. 57 above). This fact may, I think, suggest doubt as to the genuineness 
of this Lemma. 


PROPOSITION 54. 


Jf an area be contained by a rational straight line and the 
first binomial, the “side” of the area is the irrational straight 
line which is called binomial. 

For let the area 4C be contained by the rational straight 
line AZ and the first binomial 4D; 

I say that the “side” of the area 4C is the irrational straight 
line which is called binomial. 

For, since 44D is a first binomial straight line, let it be 
divided into its terms at Æ, 
and let AZ be the greater term. 
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It is then manifest that A4 E, ED are rational straight lines 
commensurable in square only, 


the square on AZ is greater than the square on ED by the 
square on a straight line commensurable with 4 Z, 


and AZ is commensurable in length with the rational straight 
line 42 set out. [x. Def. 1. 1] 


Let £D be ncn at i pu F. 


Then, since the square on 4Z is greater than the square 
on ED by the square on a straight line commensurable with 
AE, 
therefore, if there be applied to the greater 4 Z a parallelogram 
equal to the fourth part of the square on the less, that is, to 
the square on ZF, and deficient by a square figure, it divides 
it into commensurable parts. [x. 17] 

Let then the rectangle 4G, GE equal to the square on 
EF be applied to 4Z; 
therefore 4G is commensurable in length with EG. 

Let GH, EK, FL be drawn from G, Æ, F parallel to 
either of the straight lines 47, CD; 
let the square SV be constructed equal to the parallelogram 
AH, and the square VQ equal to GK, fi. 14] 
and let them be placed so that MN is in a straight line with 
NO; 
therefore ARV is also in a straight line with VP. 

And let the parallelogram SQ be completed ; 
therefore SQ is a square. [Lemma] 


Now, since the rectangle 4G, GE is Füge to the square 
on EF, 


therefore, as AG is to EF, so is FE to EG; [vx 17] 
therefore also, as 4477 is to EL, so is EL to KG; [vi. x] 
therefore EZ is a mean proportional between 4H, GK. 

But AH is equal to SV, and GK to NQ; 
therefore ZZ is a mean proportional between SW, VQ. 
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But MR is also a mean proportional between the same 
SN, NQ; [Lemma] 
therefore EZ is equal to MR, 
so that it is also equal to PO. 

But 4H, GK are also equal to SV, NVQ; 


therefore the whole ÆC is equal to the whole SQ, that is, to 
the square on 770 ; 


therefore MO is the “side” of AC. 


I say next that MO is binomial. 
For, since AG is commensurable with GZ, 


therefore 4 E is also commensurable with each of the straight 
lines AG, GE. [x. 15] 
But AZ is also, by hypothesis, commensurable with 4B; 
therefore AG, GE are also commensurable with 4B. [x. 12] 
And AS is rational ; 
therefore each of the straight lines 4G, GZ£ is also rational ; 
therefore each of the rectangles 477, GK is rational, —[x. 19] 
and AH is commensurable with GX. 
But AH is equal to SV, and GK to NQ; 
therefore SW, NVQ, that is, the squares on MN, NO, are 
rational and commensurable. 
And, since 4£ is incommensurable in length with E, 


while Æ is commensurable with AG, and DE is commen- 
surable with EZ, 


therefore AG is also incommensurable with EF, [x. 13] 
so that AH is also incommensurable with EZ. [vi 1, x. 11] 
But 447 is equal to SW, and EL to MR; 
therefore SV is also incommensurable with MR. 
But, as SV is to MR, sois PN to NR; [vi x] 
therefore PN is incommensurable with VA. [x. 11] 
But PN is equal to MN, and VR to NO; 
therefore MN is incommensurable with VO. 


- And the square on MN is commensurable with the square 
on NO, 


and each is rational ; 


therefore MN, NO are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only. 
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Therefore MO is binomial [x. 36] and the “side” of AC. 
Q. E. D. 

2. ''side." I use the word “side” in the sense explained in the note on x. Def. 4 
(p. 13 above), ie. as short for “side of a square equal to." The Greek is 4 rà xwplov 
óvvagérg. 

A frst binomial straight line being, as we have seen in x. 48, of the form 

Ap + Ep 1 — X 
the problem solved in this proposition is the equivalent of finding the square 
root of this expression multiplied by p, or of 
p (&p +kpv1—d?), 

and of proving that the said square root represents a dinomial straight line 
as defined in x. 36. 


The geometrical method corresponds sufficiently closely to the algebraical 
one which we should use. 
First solve the equations 


u-v-Ép 
uv = Mgr — X) } A enit ipee (1). 
Then, if z, v represent the straight lines so found, put 
x = pu . 
pew } AEE Aad mae eur emet (2); 


and the straight line (x + y) is the square root required. 
The actual algebraical solution of (1) gives 


u— u= kp. à, 
so that u=ġ$kp(1 +d), 
v=4&p(x—A), 


and therefore x=p,/ are +A), 
and aycu SQ X) epa (7M. 


This is clearly a dénomiaé straight line as defined in x. 36. 

Since Euclid has to express his results by straight lines in his figure, and 
has no symbols to make the result obvious by inspection, he is obliged to 
prove (x) that (x +y) is the square root of p(žp+ kp ~ 1 — A^), and (2) that 
(x + y) is a binomial straight line, in the following manner. 

First, he proves, by means of the preceding Lemma, that 


therefore (e+ y= x2 + y? + axy 
=p(ut+v)+2xy 
— Ap! + Ap! /1— X, by (1) and (3), 


so that xy mw p(Ap- py 1 — X). 
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Secondly, it results from (1), [by x. 17], that 
“OU, 
so that x, v are both ^ (u +v), and therefore ^ p «6n (4); 
thus z, v are rational, 
whence pu, pv are both rational, and 
piu ^ pu. 
Therefore x, y? are rational and commensurable ............. t= (5). 
Next, £p v Ap V1 — M, l 
and Ap ^ u, while £p JI =X ^ $kp VI-X; 





therefore uw ip JÀ1- X, 
whence pu o iAgJri-X, 
or ou xy, 
so that X y. 
By this and (5), x, y are rational and ^œ, so that (x+y) is a binomial 
straight line. [x- 36] 


X. 91 will prove in like manner that a like theorem holds for apotomes, 


viz. that 
"A -X)-pX. JË (a-a) = Voo — že V1 - X). 


Since the frst binomial straight line and the first apotome are the roots of 
the equation 
x!— zkp . x ME! = o, 
this proposition and x. 9r give us the solution of the biquadratic equation 
xt — zke? , x? + AES! = o. 


PROPOSITION 55. 


Lf an area be contained by a rational straight line and the 
second binomial, the “side” of the area is the irrational straight 
line which is called a first bimedtal. 


For let the area ABCD be contained by the rational 
5 straight line 48 and the second binomial 4D ; 


I say that the ‘‘side” of the area AC is a first bimedial straight 
line. 


For, since 4D is a second binomial straight line, let it be 
divided into its terms at Æ, so that AZ is the greater term ; 


1o therefore JZ, ED are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only, 


the square on AF is greater than the square on ED by the 
square on a straight line commensurable with 44 £, 


and the lesser term ED. is commensurable in length with 44 5. 


[x. Deff. 11. 2] 
I5 Let ÆD be bisected at 7, ead 
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and let there be applied to 4E the rectangle 4G, GE equal 

to the square on &F and deficient by a square figure ; 

therefore AG is commensurable in length with GZ. [x. 17] 

Through G, E, F let GE, EK, FL be drawn parallel to 

20 AB, CD, 

let the square SM. be constructed equal to the parallelogram 

AH, and the square VQ equal to GK, 

ee let them be placed so that MA is in a straight line with 
25 therefore AV is also in a straight line with VP. 


R Q 
A GE F D qw o 
'B HK L O 
S P 


Let the square SQ be completed. 

It is then manifest from what was proved before that MR 
is a mean proportional between SW, WQ and is equal to ZL, 
and that MO is the “side” of the area AC. 

3»  Itisnowto be proved that ZO is a first bimedial straight line. 

Since 44 E is incommensurable in length with £D, 
while £D is commensurable with 24 5, 
therefore AF is incommensurable with AZ. [x. 13] 

And, since 4G is commensurable with £G, 

35.4 E is also commensurable with each of the straight lines 
AG, GE. [x. 15] 

But. A is incommensurable in length with AB ; 
therefore 4G, GE are also incommensurable with AZ. [x. 13] 

Therefore BA, AG and BA, GE are pairs of rational 

4o Straight lines commensurable in square only ; 
so that each of the rectangles 44/7, GX is medial. [x. 21] 


Hence each of the squares SW, VQ is medial. 
Therefore WN, NO are also medial. 
And, since 4G is commensurable in length with GZ, 


45 AH is also commensurable with GØ, [vi z, X. t1] 
that is, SV is commensurable with VQ, 
that is, the square on MN with the square on VO. 
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And, since 4F is incommensurable in length with ZD, 
while 44 E is commensurable with AG, 
s and FY is commensurable with ZF; 
therefore 4G is incommensurable with EZ; [x. 13] 
so that AA is also incommensurable with EZ, 
that is, SV is incommensurable with MR, 
that is, PV with VR, [vi. 1, x. 11] 
55 that is, MN is incommensurable in length with VO. 
But MN, NO were proved to be both medial and com- 
mensurable in square ; 


therefore MN, NO are medial straight lines commensurable 
in square only. i 


60 Isay next that they also contain a rational rectangle. 
For, since DZ is, by hypothesis, commensurable with each 
of the straight lines 45, EF, 


therefore EF is also commensurable with EK. (x. xz] 
And each of them is rational ; 
65 therefore ZZ, that is, MR is rational, (x. 19] 
and MR is the rectangle MN, NO. l 


But, if two medial straight lines commensurable in square 
only and containing a rational rectangle be added together, the 
whole is irrational and is called a first bimedial straight line. 


[x. 37 
zo Therefore MO is a first bimedial straight line. 


Q. E. D. 


39. Therefore BA, AG and BA, GE are pairs of rational straight lines com- 
mensurable in square only. The text has ‘‘Therefore BA, AG, GE are rational straight 
lines commensurable in square only,” which I have altered because it would naturally convey 
the impression that azy ¿wo of the three straight lines are commensurable in square only, 
whereas 4G, GE are commensurable in length (1. 18), and it is only the other two pairs 
which are commensurable in square only. 


A second binomial straight line being [x. 49] of the form 





the present proposition is equivalent to finding the sguare root of the expression 


&p 
TA) 
P Cro 
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As in the last proposition, Euclid finds z, » from the equations 


sese 2. | 





NEEDLE ONIS (1), 
uv = Lk? J 
then finds x, y from the equations 
X? = pu 
ks i NN I EEN (2), 


and then proves (o) that 


x+y=/o( a + kp), 
Jr—-AX 


and (B) that (x +y) is a first bimedial straight line [x. 37]. 


The steps in the proof are as follows. 
For (a) reference to the corresponding part of the previous proposition 
suffices. 


(B) By (x) and x. 17, 





“Ud; 
therefore x, v are both rational and ^ (x +v), and therefore v p [by (1)]...(3). 
Hence pz, pv, or x^, ?, are medial areas, 
so that x, y are also medial .............. sss He (4). 
But, since z ^ 2, 


PAS cic cad tates bo et uad esga esae eta (5) 
Again (w+), or I , vp, 
so that uw tkp, 
whence puo ip, 
or X? xy, 
and Voy. acidi E ue RA E AIRE RAD EAR (6). 


Thus [(4), (5), (6)] x, y are medial and ~~. 

stly, xy = $&p^, which is rational. 
Therefore (x + y) is a first dimedial straight line. 
The actual straight lines obtained from (1) are 


I+À 








es, k f(1i- MP 
so that x+y=p E (=) . 


The corresponding frst ae =) a medial straight line found in x. 92 
being the same thing with a mizus sign between the terms, the two expressions 
are the roots of the biquadratic 


2&p? x2 
NI cut 1-AX 


being the equation in x? corresponding to that in x in X. 49. 


x*-— 
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PROPOSITION 56. 


Jf an area be contained by a rational straight line and the 
third binomial, the "side" of the area ts the ha de straight 
tine called a second bimedial. ; 


For let the area ABCD be contained by the rational 
straight line 44 7 and the third binomial 4D divided into its 
terms at Æ, of which terms 4Z is the greater ; 


I say that the “side” of the area AC is the irrational straight 
line called a second bimedial. 


For let the same construction be made as before. 


R Q 
A GE F D 
B HK L C 
S P 


Now, since 4D is a third binomial straight line, 
therefore 4 E, ED are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only, 


the square on AF is greater than the square on ED by the 
square on a straight line commensurable with 74 Æ, 


and neither of the terms JA E, ED is commensurable in length 

with AZ. [x. Deff. nt. 3] 
Then, in manner similar to the foregoing, we shall prove 

that MO is the “side” of the area AC, 

and MN, NO are medial straight lines commensurable in 

square only ; 


so that JZO is bimedial. 


It is next to be proved that it is also a second bimedial 
straight line. 


Since DÆ is incommensurable in length with 48, that is, 
with EK, 


and DE is commensurable with E, 
therefore ZF is incommensurable in length with EX. — [x. 13] 
And they are rational ; 
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therefore FE, EK are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only. 


Therefore EL, that is, MR, is medial. [x. 21] 
And it is contained by MN, NO; 
therefore the rectangle MN, VO is medial. 
Therefore MO is a second bimedial straight line. — [x. 38] 
Q. E. D. 


This proposition in like manner is the equivalent of finding the square 
root of the product of p and the Zizd binomial [x. 5o], ie. of the expression 


p(k. p* Jk. px — A). 
As before, put 


u+v= k.p } (1) 
PN E T : 
Next, x, v being found, let 
x? = pu, 
Y= pu; 
then (x +y) is the square root required and is a second bimedial Sn. ) 
X. 38 


For, as in the last proposition, it is proved that (x +y) is the square root, 
and x, y are medial and ~. 


Again, xy =} JA. p* / 1 — X*, which is medial. 

Hence (x +y) is a second bimediaé straight line. 

By solving equations (1), we find 
“w=1(Jk.p+rA Jz. p), 
v -i(JA. p— A JA. p) 


and sky spa een eaa ea) 


The corresponding second agotome of a medial found in x. 93 is the same 
thing with a minus sign between the terms, and the two are the roots (cf. note 
on X. 50) of the ge equation 


— 2 JA. phi + Mp! — o. 


PROPOSITION 57. 


Jf an area be contained by a rational straight line and the 
fourth binomial, the “side” of the area ts the trrational straight 
line called major. 


For let the area AC be contained by the rational straight 
line AB and the fourth binomial 4D divided into its terms. 
at Æ, of which terms let Æ be the greater ; 


I say that the “side” of the area AC is the irrational straight 
line called major. 
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For, since,4 D is a fourth binomial straight line, 
therefore AE, ED are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only, 
the square on AZ is greater than the square on ED by the 
square on a straight line incommensurable with 4 Z, 
and AZ is commensurable in length with 4B. ^ [x.Deff. n. 4] 

Let DE be bisected at F, 
and let there be applied to AZ a parallelogram, the rectangle 
AG, GE, equal to the square on FF; 
therefore 4G is incommensurable in length with GE. [x. 18] 

Let GH, EK, FL be drawn parallel to 4B, 
and let the rest of the construction be as before ; 
it is then manifest that MO is the “side” of the area AC. 


R Q 
A GE F p 
T 
S P 
It is next to be proved that MO is the irrational straight 


line called major. 
Since AG is incommensurable with ZG, 


AH is also incommensurable with GK, that is, SV with VQ; 


[vr. z, x. 1r] 
therefore MN, WO are incommensurable in square. 
. And, since 4£ is commensurable with 4B, 

AK is rational ; ; [x. 19] 

and it is equal to the squares on MN, NO; 

therefore the sum of the squares on MN, VO is also rational. 
And, since DZ is incommensurable in length with 45, 

that is, with EK, 

while DZ is commensurable with EF, 

therefore ZF is incommensurable in length with BK. [x. 13] 
Therefore EK, EF are rational straight lines commen- 

surable in square only ; 

therefore LZ, that is, MR, is medial. [x. 21] 
And it is contained by MN, NO; 

therefore the rectangle MN, WO is medial. 
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And the [sum] of the squares on MN, NO is rational, 
and MN, NO are incommensurable in square. 

But, if two straight lines incommensurable in square and 
making the sum of the squares on them rational but the 
rectangle contained by them medial, be added together, the 


whole is irrational and is called major. [x- 39] 
Therefore MO is the irrational straight line called major 
and is the “side” of the area AC. Q. E. D. 


The problem here is to find the square root of the expression [cf. x. 51] 


Ap 
Rp + ) . 
f ( P EA 
The procedure is the same. 
Find x, v from the equations 











u+u=kp 
E RN EREREE (i), 
ici za | 
and, if xX = pu 
PA a R (2), 


(x+y) is the required square root. 


To prove that (x+y) is the mayor irrational straight line Euclid argues 
thus. 





By x. 18, “od, 
therefore p" o pt, 
or xo 
so that Wem dueiaeediesséptet ee see ie RIA (3). 
Now, since (x + v) ^ p, 
(u 4- 9) p, or (x? + 59), is a rational area.................. (4)- 
Lastly, ayxq e. : , Which is a medial area .............. esses. (5). 
NIFA 
Thus [(3), (4), (5)] (x +y) is a major irrational straight line. LX. 39] 


Actual solution gives 








Z X Z X 
mE sapo a So f eo I A). 


The corresponding square root found in X. 94 is the minor irrational 
straight line, the terms being separated by a minus sign, and the two straight 
lines are the roots (cf. note on X. 51) of the biquadratic equation 


x 
4 2 —_ ppt =o. 
x 2hp* . x? + o Rip o 
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PROPOSITION 58. 


Lf an area be contained by a rational straight line and the 
fth binomial, the “side” of the area ts the irrational straight 
line called the side of a rational plus a medial area. 


For let the area AC be contained by the rational straight 
line AZ and the fifth binomial AD divided into its terms at 
E, so that AZ is the greater term ; 

I say that the “side” of the area AC is the irrational straight 
line called the side of a rational plus a medial area. 

For let the same construction be made as before shown; 
it is then manifest that MO is the “side” of the area AC. 








A GE F D 
| M N o 
B HK L [e 





It is then to be proved that MO is the side of a rational 


plus a medial area. 
For, since 4G is incommensurable with GZ, [x. 18] 


therefore AH is also commensurable with FAE, (vr. r, x. 11] 
that is, the square on MN with the square on VO; 
therefore MN, VO are incommensurable in square. 

` And, since AVY is a fifth binomial straight line, and £D 
the lesser segment, 


therefore £D is commensurable in length with 4. 
[x. Deff. ir. 5] 
But A £ is incommensurable with EZ ; 


therefore AZ is also incommensurable in length with 44 Z. 


. [x. 13] 
Therefore 4X, that is, the sum of the squares on MAN, 
NO, is medial. l i [x. 21] 


And, since DZ is commensurable in length with 74 Z, that 
is, with EK, 
while DZ is commensurable with £F, 
therefore E is also commensurable with EK. [x. 12] 
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And £ is rational ; 


therefore EZ, that is, MR, that is, the rectangle MN, NO, is 
also rational. [x. 19] 
Therefore MN, NO are straight lines incommensurable 
in square which make the sum of the squares on them medial, 
but the rectangle contained by them rational. 
Therefore MO is the side of a rational plus a medial area 
[x. 40] and is the “side” of the area AC. 


Q. E. D. 
We have here to find the square root of the expression [cf. x. 52] 
p (Ap Jt +A + Ap). 
As usual, we put 
u+v=hpJirtr 
exten } RTI, (1). 
Then, x, v being found, we take 
» i : " j eop aana aa a eA ease (2), 
and (x +y), so found, is our required square root. 
Euclid’s proof of the cass of (x + y) is as follows: 
By x. 18, 4 o7; 
therefore pu w po, 
so that xo, 
and EN pr (3). 
Next utoveukp 
vp 
whence p (u +v), or (x2 4 5?), is a medial area ......... esses (4). 
Lastly, xy = kp, which is a rational area... eee suse (5). 
Hence [(3), (4), (5)] (x +y) is the side of a rational plus a media we 
X. 40 


If we solve algebraically, we obtain 
“= fe (Jr A JA), 


v= 7 is VA), 


and xsy=p f 5 (JIFR+ AA) +p) 5 (JIFR- JA) 


The corresponding “side” found in x. 95 is a straight line which produces 
with a rational area a medial whole, being of the form (x —y), where x, y 
have the same values as above. 

The two square roots are (cf. note on x. §2) the roots of the biquadratic 
equation 


xt — kP Jr +r. a Mg o. 


H. E. III. 9 
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PROPOSITION 59. 


Lf an area be contained by a rational straight line and the 
sixth binomial, the “side” of the area ts the irrational straight 
line called the side of the sum of two medial areas. 

For let the area ABCD be contained by the rational 
straight line 42 and the sixth binomial 4D, divided into its 
terms at Æ, so that AF is the greater term ; 

I say that the “side” of AC is the side of the sum of two 
medial areas. 

Let the same construction be made as before shown. 

A GE F D 








It is then manifest that MO is the “side” of ÆC, and 
that MN is incommensurable in square with VO. 

Now, since ZA is incommensurable in length with 42, 
therefore LA, AB are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only ; 
therefore AX, that is, the sum of the squares on MN, NO, 


is medial. [x. 21] 
Again, since ED is incommensurable in length with 42, 
therefore FE is also incommensurable with EX; [x. 13] 


therefore FE, EK are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only ; 


therefore EL, that is, MR, that is, the rectangle MN, VO, is 


medial. [x. 21] 
And, since AZ is incommensurable with Z7, 
AK is also incommensurable with ZZ. [vr. r, X. 11] 


But AX is the sum of the squares on MN, NO, 
and £L is the rectangle MN, NO; 
therefore the sum of the squares on MN, NO is incommen- 
surable with the rectangle MN, NO. 


And each of tem. is medial, and MN, NO are incom- 
mensurable in square. 
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Therefore MO is the side of the sum of two medial areas 
[x. 41], and is the “side” of AC. 
Q. E. D. 


Euclid here finds the square root of the expression [cf. x. 53] 


p JA «p JA. p). 


As usual, we solve the equations 


utv=,/k.p 
pa } MUERE RS (x); 
then, z, v being found, we put 
xX = pu } (2) 
MM ear f 


and (x + y) is the square root required. 

Euclid proves that (x + y) is the side of (the sum of) two medial areas, as 
follows. 
_ As in the last two propositions, x, y are proved to be incommensurable 
in square. 

Now ,/2. p, p are commensurable in square only ; 


therefore plu +v), or (x? + 59), is a medial area ............ sss (3). 
Next, xy =} VN. p, which is again a medial area ............... (4). 
Lastly, VR. p v X JA. p, 

so that JA. p o iX. P; 

that is, (EE) ye etate ee tes (5). 


Hence [(3), (4), (5)] (x +y) is the side of the sum of two medial areas. 
Solving the equations algebraically, we have 


“= f (Jk + J£ — X), 


v B (JE- [E-N) 
and aya 3C Es VEA A Ee 


The corresponding square root found in x. 96 is x — y, where x, y are the 


same as here. : 
The two square roots are (cf. note on X. 53) the roots of the biquadratic 


equation 
x*— 2 Jk. pla?  (&— X) p - o. 


[ LEMMa. 


If a straight line be cut into unequal parts, the squares 


on the unequal parts are greater Sd 
than twice the rectangle con- Se —$ 


tained by the unequal parts. 

Let 44 P be a straight line, and let it be cut into unequal 
parts at C, and let AC be the greater ; 
I say that the squares on AC, CB are greater than twice the 
rectangle AC, CB. 


9—2 
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For let 4B be bisected at 2. 

Since then a straight line has been cut into equal parts 
at D, and into unequal parts at C, 
therefore the rectangle AC, CB together with the square on 
CD is equal to the square on AD, [1. 5] 
so that the rectangle AC, CP is less than the square on AD; 
therefore twice the rectangle ÆC, CB is less than double of 
the square on AD. 

But the squares on AC, CP are double of the squares on 
AD, DC; [11. 9] 
therefore the squares on AC, CP are greater than twice the 
rectangle AC, CB. 

Q. E. D.] 
3 We have already remarked (note on X. 44) that the Lemma here proving 
that 
e+ y! 2xy 
can hardly be genuine, since the result is used in X. 44. 


PROPOSITION 60. 


The square on the binomial straight line applied to a 
rational straight line produces as breadth the first binomial, 

Let 4B be a binomial straight line divided into its terms 
at C, so that AC is the greater term; 
let a rational straight line DZ be 
set out, 
and let DEFG equal to the square 
on AB be applied to DE producing 
DG as its breadth ; 

I say that DG is a first binomial 
straight line. 

For let there be applied to D the rectangle DH equal 
to the square on 4C, and KZ equal to the square on BC; 
therefore the remainder, twice the rectangle 4C, CB, is equal 
to MF. 

Let MG be bisected at W, and let VO be drawn parallel 
[to ML or GF]. 

Therefore each of the rectangles MO, NF is equal to 
once the rectangle AC, CB. 

Now, since 4B is a binomial divided into its terms at e 
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therefore AC, CB are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only ; [x. 36] 
therefore the squares on AC, CZ are rational and commen- 
surable with one another, 

so that the sum of the squares on AC, CB is also rational. 


m [x. 15] 
And it is equal to DZ ; 


therefore DZ is rational. 

And it is applied to the rational straight line DE; 
therefore DM is rational and commensurable in length with 
DE. [x. 20] 

Again, since 4C, CB are rational straight lines commen- 
surable in square only, 
therefore twice the rectangle 4C, CB, that is MF, is medial. 


[x. 21 
And it is applied to the rational straight line ML ; 


therefore MG is also rational and incommensurable in length 

with AZZ, that is, DZ. [x. 22] 
But MD is also rational and is commensurable in length 

with DE ; 

therefore DM is incommensurable in length with MG. (x. 13] 
And they are rational ; l 

therefore DM, MG are rational straight lines commensurable 

in square only; 

therefore DG is binomial. [x. 36] 


It is next to be proved that it is also a first binomial 
straight line. 

Since the rectangle AC, CP is a mean proportional between 
the squares on AC, CB, (cf. Lemma after x. 53] 
therefore MO is also a mean proportional between DH, KL. 

Therefore, as DH is to MO, so is MO to KL, 


that is, as DK is to MN, so is MN to MK; [vi. 1] 
therefore the rectangle DX, KM is equal to the square 
on MN. [vi 17] 


And, since the square on 4C is commensurable with the 
square on CB, 


DH is also commensurable with XZ, 
so that DX is also commensurable with KM. [v1. z, x. 11] 
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' And, since the squares on 4C, CZ are greater than twice 


the rectangle AC, CB, [Lemma] 
therefore DL is also greater than MF, 
so that DM is also greater than MG. [vu 1] 


And the rectangle DX, KM is equal to the square on 
MN, that is, to the fourth part of the square on MG, 


and DK is commensurable with KM. 


But, if there be two unequal straight lines, and to the greater 
there be applied a parallelogram equal to the fourth part of 
the square on the less and deficient by a square figure, and 
if it divide it into commensurable parts, the square on the 
greater is greater than the square on the less by the square 
on a straight line commensurable with the greater ; [x. 17] 
therefore the square on DM is greater than the square on 
MG by the square on a straight line commensurable with DM. 

And DM, MG are rational, 


and DM, which is the greater term, is commensurable in length 
with the rational straight line DE set out. 


Therefore DG is a first binomial straight line. [x. Deff. rr. 1] 
Q. E. D. 


In the hexad of propositions beginning with this we have the solution of 
the converse problem to that of X. 54—59. We find the sgzares of the 
irrational straight lines of x. 36—41 and prove that they are respectively equal 
to the rectangles contained by a rational straight line and the frst, second, 
third, fourth, fifth and sixth binomials. 


In x. 60 we prove that, p + ./&. p being a dinomial straight line [x. 36], 
(p+ JA. py 
o 
is a first binomial straight line, and we find it geometrically. 
The procedure may be represented thus. 
Take x, y, z such that 
ox = p’, 
ay = kp? 
T.23 2 2 k. P, 
p^ Ap! being of course the squares on the terms of the original binomial, 
and 2/2. p° twice the rectangle contained by them. 


Then (ety) ag IE Y 
oe 


and we have to prove that (x + y) + 22 is a first binomial straight line of which 
(x+y), 22 are the terms and (x +) the greater. 


Euclid divides the proof into two parts, showing first that (x + y) + 2z is 
some binomial, and secondly that it is the #rs¢ binomial. : 
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(a) pœ J&. p, so that p°, Zp? are rational and commensurable ; 

therefore p? + 4p", or o (x 4 y), is a rational area, 

whence (x+y) is rational and ^ e 0... sss (1). 
Next, 2p. /&.p is a medial area, 

so that o . 22 is a medial area, 


whence 2z is rational but o €. (2). 

Hence [(r) (2)] (x y») 22 are rational and commensurable in rns 
P E s a esa ema ersw E e de gn lao cli cuteeesgecesd M be Ge egerat 3); 

thus (x + y) + 22 is a binomial straight line. i 36] 

(8) pi s pho JR. pts dps 

so that 0X:022902:0J, 

and X:2-—2:J 

or RSH dA (28 E aaa (4). 


Now p°, £p? are commensurable, so that ox, cy are commensurable, and 
therefore 


M Ae (5). 
And, since [Lemma] p? + 4p? > 2 Jk. p^ 
X22. 

But (x + y) is given, being equal to PEE ——— — eds (6). 


Therefore [(4), (5), (6), and x. 17] Kæ +y)? - (22)? ^ (x +y). 
And (x + y), 2s are rational and ~ [(3)], 
while (x + y) ^ e [(1)]. 
Hence (x +y) + 22 is a first binomial. 
The actual value of (x + y) + 22 is, of course, 


p 
zw tc 2A). 


PROPOSITION 61. 


The square on the first bimedtal straight line applied to a 
rational straight line produces as breadth the second binomial. 


Let AZ be a first bimedial straight line divided into its 
medials at C, of which medials 4C 
is the greater ; 


let a rational straight line DÆ be set | 
out, 

and let there be applied to DZ the | 
parallelogram DF equal to the square 


on AB, producing DG as its breadth; € HL 0 F 


I say that DG is a second binomial A ó B 
straight line. 


For let the same construction as before be made. ` 





136 BOOK X [x. 61 


Then, since AB is a first bimedial divided at C, 
therefore 4C, CP are medial straight lines commensurable in 


square only, and containing a rational rectangle, [x. 37] 
so that the squares on AC, CB are also medial. [x. 21] 
Therefore DZ is medial. (x. 15 and 23, Por.] 


And it has been applied to the rational straight line DE; 
therefore 77D is rational and incommensurable in length 
with DE. [x. 22] 

Again, since twice the rectangle AC, CZ is rational, M is 
also rational. 

And it is applied to the rational straight line MZ ; 
therefore MG is also rational and commensurable in length 
with ML, that is, DE; [x. 20] 
therefore DM is incommensurable in length with MG. [x. 13] 

And they are rational ; 


therefore DM, MG are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only ; 


therefore DG is binomial. [x. 36] 


It is next to be proved that it is also a second binomial 
straight line. 


For, since the squares on AC, CP are greater than twice 
the rectangle AC, CB, 


therefore DZ is also greater than MF, 
so that DM is also greater than MG. (vi. 1] 


And, since the square on AC is commensurable with the 
square on CZ, 


DH is also commensurable with AZ, 

so that DK is also commensurable with XM., [vr x, x. 11] 
And the rectangle DX, KM is equal to the square on MN; 

therefore the square on DM is greater than the square on 

MG by the square on a straight line commensurable with DM. 


And MG is commensurable in length with DZ. [x. 17] 


Therefore DG is a second binomial straight line. [x. Def. ir. 2] 


In this case we have to prove that, (Bp + Rp) being a first bimedial 
straight line, as found in x. 37, 


(Bp +p? 
2 


is a second binomial straight line. 
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The form of the proposition and the figure being similar to those of x. 60, 
I can somewhat abbreviate the reproduction of the proof. 


Take x, y, z such that 
ox- Bp, 
oy = Rip’, 
o. 22 = 2kp, 
Then shall (x +_y) + 22 be a second binomial. 


(a) Zip, Ep are medial straight lines commensurable in square only and 


containing a rational rectangle. [x. 37] 
'The squares zo, Bp? are medial; 
thus the sum, or ø (x + y), is medial. [x. 23, Por.] 


Therefore (x + y) is rational and v c. 
And e. 2z is rational ; 


therefore 22 is rational and ^ € ...... sius sss eee eee (I) 

Therefore (x + y), 2z are rational and ^= .............. sess (2), 
so that (x - y) * 22 is a binomtal. 
(B) As before, (x +y) > zz. 

Now, Bp, Bp being commensurable, 

X^ y. 
And xy = 2, 
Ao. £i 

while x+ y= oE Ee 

Hence [x. 17] Nx»? - (zz) ^ (xy) ee (3). 


But 2z ^ e, by (1). 
Therefore [(x), (2), (3)] (x y) + 22 is a second binomial straight line. 


Of course (x +y) + 22— E {VR (1 A) + 28}. 


PROPOSITION 62. 


The square on the second bemedial straight line applied to 
a rational straight line produces as breadth the third binomial. 
Let AB be a second bimedial straight line divided into 
its medials at C, so that AC is the 
greater segment ; D KM N G 
let DE be any rational straight line, 
and to DE let there be applied the 
parallelogram DF equal to the square 
on A and producing DG as its £ nu o F 
breadth ; D 
I say that DG is a third binomial 
straight line. 
Let the same construction be made as before shown. 





138 BOOK X [x. 62 


Then, since 4B is a second bimedial divided at C, | 
therefore AC, CZ are medial straight lines commensurable in 
square only and containing a medial rectangle, [x- 38] 
so that the sum of the squares on AC, C7 is also medial. 

[x. 15 and 23 Por.] 

And it is equal to DL ; 
therefore DZ is also medial. 

And it is applied to the rational straight line DE; 
therefore MD is also rational and incommensurable in length 
with DE. [x. 22] 

For the same reason, 

MG is also rational and incommensurable in length with ML, 
that is, with DZ; l 

therefore each of the straight lines DM, MG is rational and 
incommensurable in length with DZ. 

And, since AC is incommensurable in length with C, 
and, as AC is to CB, so is the square on AC to the rectangle 
AC, CB, 
therefore the square on AC is also incommensurable with the 


rectangle AC, CZ. [x. 11] 
Hence the sum of the squares on 4C, CB is incommen- 
surable with twice the rectangle 4C, CB, [x. 12, 13] 


that is, DZ is incommensurable with JZF, 

so that DM is also incommensurable with MG. [vr 1, x. rr] 
And they are rational ; 

therefore DG is binomial. [x. 36] 


It is to be proved that it is also a third binomial straight line. 
In manner similar to the foregoing we may conclude that 
DM is greater than MG, 
and that DX is commensurable with KM. 


And the rectangle DX, KM is equal to the square on 
MN; 
therefore the square on DM is greater than the square on 
MG by the square on a straight line commensurable with 
DM. 

And neither of the straight lines DM, MG is commen- 
surable in length with DE. 

Therefore DG is a third binomial straight line. [x. Deff. 1. 3] 

Q. E. D. 
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We have to prove that [cf. x. 38] 


is a third binomial straight line. 
Take x, y, z such that 


o.23=2,/r. p. 


i 
(a) Now Bp, xe are medial straight lines commensurable in square only 


y 
and containing a medial rectangle. [x. 38] 
The sum of the squares on them, or o (x y), is medial; 
therefore (x+y) is rational and v e. ........ sss (1). 
And c . 22 being medial also, 
22 is rational and o © ........cssssseeseeees (2) 
L2 Mp (Hw. Mp 
Now a ae (py: Bp. 73 
= 0X : 02, 


whence ox v az. 


i 
But (gy ^ Go + en , or ex^c(x-c y), and ezece.22; 


therefore a(x+y)u ao. 2%, 
or (xy) BS. nei ertt erue (3). 
Hence [(r), (2), (3)] (x +y) + 22 is a binomial straight line............ (4). 
(B) As before, (x +y) > 22, 
and X ^y. 
Also xy = 2 


Therefore [x. 17] v(x +y? -— (22)? ^ (x +). 
And [(x), (2)] neither (x + y} nor 22 is ^ v. 
Therefore (x +y) + 22 is a third binomial straight line. 


2 
Obviously (x+y) + 2¢=8 Cur +2 va} , 


Cc 


PROPOSITION 63. 


The square on the major straight line applied to a rational 
straight line produces as breadth the fourth binomial. 

Let AB be a major straight line divided at C, so that AC 
is greater than CB; 
Jet DE be a rational straight line, 
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and to DE let there be applied the parallelogram DF equal 
to the square on 4B and producing DG as its breadth ; 
I say that DG is a fourth binomial 
straight line. D KM N G 
Let the same construction be 
made as before shown. 
Then, since 4B is a major 
straight line divided at C, 
AC, CB are straight lines incom- 
mensurable in square which make 
the sum of the squares on them 
rational, but the rectangle contained by them medial [x. 39] 


Since then the sum of the squares on AC, C2 is rational, 
therefore DZ is rational ; 
therefore DM is also rational and commensurable in length 
with DE. [x. 20] 
Again, since twice the rectangle 4C, CB, that is, MA, is 
medial, 
and it is applied to the rational straight line MZ, 
therefore MG is also rational and incommensurable in length 





A . o B 


with DE ; [x. 22] 
therefore DM is also incommensurable in length with MG. 
[x- 13] 


Therefore DJ, MG are rational straight lines commen- 
surable in square only ; 


therefore DG is binomial. [x. 36] 


It is to be proved that it is also a fourth binomial straight line. 
In manner similar to the foregoing we can prove that 
DM is greater than MG, 
and that the rectangle DK, KM is equal to the square on MS. 
Since then the square on AC is incommensurable with the 
square on CB, 
therefore DH is also incommensurable with KZ, 
so that DX is also incommensurable with KM. [vi z, x. 11] 
But, if there be two unequal straight lines, and to the 
greater there be applied a parallelogram equal to the fourth 
part of the square on the less and deficient by a square 
figure, and if it divide it into incommensurable parts, then the 
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square on the greater will be greater than the square on the 
less by the square on a straight line incommensurable in 
length with the greater ; [x. 18] 
therefore the square on DM is greater than the square on 
MG by the square on a straight line incommensurable with 
DA. 


And DM, MG are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only, 


and DM is commensurable with the rational straight line DE 
set out. 


Therefore DG is a fourth binomial straight line. [x. Def. 11. 4] 


Q. E. D. 
We have to prove that [cf. x. 39] 


MARE FARE 


is a fourth binomial straight line. 
For brevity we must call this expression 





I 2 
s Ct. 


5 
Ox = u“ 
oy =? , 
T. 22 = 2X7 


wherein it has to be remembered [x. 39] that x, v are incommensurable in 
square, (2? + 2?) is rational, and zv 1s medial. 


Take x, y, 2 such that 


(a) («+ 2°), and therefore o (x + y), is rational ; 
therefore (x +y) is rational and ^ e ............ suus ss (1). 
2uv, and therefore a. 27, is medial ; 


therefore az is rational and Uo ...... eee eee ee (2). 
Thus (x * y), 2z are rational and œ~ neeesa (3), 

so that (x + y) + 25 is a binomial straight line. 

(B) As before, X +Y > 22, 

and xy = 22, 


Now, since z? uv 2? 
ox gy, Or X v y. 
Hence [x. 18] N(x yf — (22) o (x y)... eese (4). 
And (x 4 y) ^ e, by (1). 
Therefore [(3), (4)] (x & y) + 22 is a fourth binomial straight line. 





2 
: p I 
It is of course = t + $ 
© J1 E 
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PROPOSITION 64. 


The square on the side of a rational plus a medial area 
applied to a rational straight line produces as breadth the fifth 
binomial. 

Let AB be the side of a rational plus a medial area, 
divided into its straight lines at C, 


so that AC is the greater ; D KM N G 
let a rational straight line DÆ be set 

out, 

and let there be applied to DZ the 

parallelogram DF equal to the square 

on AB, producing DG as its breadth; 5 UN F 


I say that DG is a fifth binomial 
straight line. 
Let the same construction as before be made. 
Since then AB is the side of a rational plus a medial 
area, divided at C, 
therefore AC, CB are straight lines incommensurable in square 
which make the sum of the squares on them medial, but the 
rectangle contained by them rational. [x. 40] 
Since then the sum of the squares on AC, CB is medial, 
therefore DZ is medial, 
so that DM is rational and incommensurable in length with 
DE. [x. 22] 
Again, since twice the rectangle 4C, CZ, that is MA, is 
rational, 
therefore MG is rational and commensurable with DÆ. [x. 20] 
Therefore DM is incommensurable with MG ; [x. 13] 
therefore DM, MG are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only ; 
therefore DG is binomial. [x. 36] 


I say next that it is also a fifth binomial straight line. 
. For it can be proved similarly that the rectangle DK, KM 
is equal to the square on MN, 
and that DK is incommensurable in length with KM ; 
therefore the square on DM is greater than the square on WG 


by the square on a straight line incommensurable with DM. 
[x. 18] 
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And DM, MG are commensurable in square only, and the 
less, MG, is commensurable in length with DZ. 
Therefore DG is a fifth binomial. 
Q. E. D. 


To prove that [cf. x. 4o] 
2 f NSP kt eNA UR Du 
e Ua(x E) 2 (1 4) 

is a fifth binomial straight line. 


For brevity denote it by - (w+), and put 


ox x, 
ayaa, 
©. 25 = 2UU. 
Remembering that [x. 40] 22 v z?, (72 -- z?) is medial, and zuv is rational, 
we proceed thus. 


(a) «(x-y)is medial ; 


therefore (x +y) is rational and U oo... eects (1). 
Next, o . 22 is rational; 
therefore 22 is rational and ^ e... (2). 
Thus (x + y), 22 are rational and ^s .................. (3), 
so that (x + y) + 2z is a binomial straight line. 
(B) As before, K+ > 23, 
xy = 2, 
and X vy. 
Therefore [x. 18] (x yy — (22) o (xy) cere (4). 
Hence [(2), (3), (4)] (x +y) + 22 is a fifth binomial straight line. 


p 


I I 
[^ NET BETTE 





It is of course 


PROPOSITION 65. 


The square on the side of the sum of two medial areas 
applied to a rational straight line produces as breadth the 
sixth binomzal. 


Let AB be the side of the sum of two medial areas, 
divided at C, 


let DE be a rational straight line, 


and let there be applied to DZ the parallelogram DF equal 
to the square on AZ, producing DG as its breadth ; 
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I say that DG is a sixth binomial straight line. 


For let the same construction be made as before. 
Then, since Æ is the side of 
the sum of two medial areas, divided 


dus D KM N G 
therefore 4C, CP are straight lines 

incommensurable in square which 

make the sum of the squares on 

them medial, the rectangle contained E HL O F 
by them medial, and moreover the A C B 
sum of the squares on them incom- 

mensurable with the rectangle contained by them, [x. 41] 


so that, in accordance with what was before proved, each of 
the rectangles DZ, MF is medial. 

And they are applied to the rational straight line DE; 
therefore each of the straight lines DM, MG is rational and 
incommensurable in length with DZ. [x. 22] 

And, since the sum of the squares on 4C, CB is incom- 
mensurable with twice the rectangle AC, CB, 
therefore DL is incommensurable with 77F. 


Therefore DM is also incommensurable with MG ; 
[vi. 1, x. 11] 
therefore DM, MG are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only ; 


therefore DG is binomial. [x. 36] 


I say next that it is also a sixth binomial straight line. 
Similarly again we can prove that the rectangle DK, KM 
is equal to the square on MN, 


and that DK is incommensurable in length with KM ; 
and, for the same reason, the square on DM is greater than 


the square on MG by the square on a straight line incom- 
mensurable in length with DM. 


And neither of the straight lines DM, MG is commen- 
surable in length with the rational straight line DZ set out. 
Therefore DG is a sixth binomial straight line. 


Q. E. D. 
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To prove that [cf x. 41] 


I sa pat 
v2 * A +B JN * - E - 


is a sixth E lx line. 





Denote it by = (u +v), and put 


ox= Ù, 
cy zv, 
T. 22 = 2uv. 
Now, by x. 41, u 9, (Zw?) is medial 2uv is medial and 
(u? + 0) o 2uv. 
(a) In this case o (x +y) is medial ; 





therefore (x+y) is rational and UO .............. sese (1). 
In like manner, 22 is rational and v e ......... eee (2). 
And, since e (x +y) uc. 22, 

(Xy) w 28:2 isesese Eee EEEN, (3). 
Therefore (x + y) + 22 is a binomial straight line. 
(8) As before, x+y > 28, 
ay= 2, 
KY; 

therefore [x. 18] A(x yy = (289 GC y) esee (4). 

Hence [(x), (2), (3), (4)] (x y) + 23 is a sixth binomial straight line. 
: è p AJ 
It is obviously = {va + "EA i 


PROPOSITION 66. 


A straight line commensurable in length with a binomial 
straight line is itself also binomial and the same tn order. 


Let ABZ be binomial, and let CD be commensurable in 
length with AB; 


E 
A—————————— —B 


Cc 





D 


I say that C2 is binomial and the same in order with AS. 
For, since AZ is binomial, 

let it be divided into its terms at Z, 

and let 44 E be the greater term ; 


H. E. ill. IO 
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therefore AZ, EB are rational straight lines commensurable 


in square only. [x. 36] 
Let it be contrived that, 

as AB is to CD, so is AE to CF; [vx 12] 

therefore also the remainder ZB is to the remainder FD as 

AB is to CD. l . [v. 19] 


But 48 is commensurable in length with CD; 
therefore AF is also commensurable with CF, and EP with 
FD. [x. 11] 
And A E, EB are rational ; 
therefore CF, FD are also rational. 


And, as AZ is to CZ, so is ED to FD. 500 [ve xr] 
Therefore, alternately, as 4Z is to EP, so is CF to FD. 
[v. 16] 


But AE, EB are commensurable in square only ; 
therefore CF, FD are also commensurable in square only. 
[x. ar] 
And they are rational ; 


therefore CD is binomial. [x. 36] 


I say next that it is the same in order with AB. 

For the square on AE is greater than the square on FB 
either by the square on a straight line commensurable with 
AL or by the square on a straight line incommensurable 
with it. 

If then the square on AZ is greater than the square on 
E B by the square on a straight line commensurable with 4£, 


the square on CF will also be greater than the square on FD 
by the square on a straight line commensurable with CF. 


[x. 14] 

And, if AE is commensurable with the rational straight 
line set out, CZ will also be commensurable with. it, [x. 12] 
and for this reason each of the straight lines dB, CD is a 
first binomial, that is, the same in order. [x. Def. x1. 1] 
But, if EP is commensurable with the rational straight line 

set out, FD is also commensurable with it, [x. 12] 


and for this reason again CD will be the same in order with 
AB, 
for each of them will be a second binomial. [x Def. 11. 2] 
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But, if neither of the straight lines 44, EB is commen- 
surable with the rational straight line set out, neither of the 
straight lines CF, £D will be commensurable with it, (x. 13] 
and each of the straight lines 48, CD is a third binomial. 

[x. Deff. 1. 3] 

But, if the square on AZ is greater than the square on 
EB by the square on a straight line incommensurable with 
AE, 
the square on CF is also greater than the square on FD by 
the square on a straight line incommensurable with CF. [x. 14] 

And, if AZ is commensurable with the rational straight 
line set out, CE is also commensurable with it, 
and each of the straight lines 42, CD is a fourth binomial. 

[x. Deff. 1r. 4] 

But, if EZ is so commensurable, so is 7D also, 

and each of the straight lines 4B, CD will be a fifth binomial. 
[x. Def. 1. 5] 

But, if neither of the straight lines 44 E, EB is so com- 
mensurable, neither of the straight lines CF, FD is commen- 
surable with the rational straight line set out, 
and each of the straight lines 4 4, CD will be a sixth binomial. 

[x. Deff. 11. 6] 

Hence a straight line commensurable in length with a 

binomial straight line is binomial and the same in order. 
Q. E. D. 


The proofs of this and the following propositions up to x. 7o inclusive are 
easy and require no elucidation. They are equivalent to saying that, if in each 


. . . . . 7 e . . 
of the preceding irrational straight lines zP’ substituted for p, the resulting 


irrational is of the same kind as that from which it is altered. 


PROPOSITION 67. 
A straight line commensurable tn length with a bimedial 
straight line is itself also bimedial and the same in order. 


Let AB be bimedial, and let CD be commensurable in 
length with AB; 


I say that CD is bimedial and the same S Erap 
in order with 42. c F D 


For, since AB is bimedial, 
let it be divided into its medials at Æ ; 





10—2 
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therefore AH, EB are medial straight lines commensurable 

in square only. - [- 37 38] 
And let it be contrived that, 

as AB is to CD, so is AE to CF; 

therefore also the remainder ÆB is to the remainder FD as 

AB is to CD. [v. 19] 
But AB is commensurable in length with CD ; 

therefore AZ, EB are also commensurable with CF, FD 


respectively. [x. 11] 
But AE, £P are medial ; 

therefore CF, FD are also medial. [x. 23] 
And since, as AF is to EB, so is CF to FD, [v. rr] 

and AE, EB are commensurable in square only, 

CF, FD are also commensurable in square only. [x. 2x] 


But they were also proved medial ; 
therefore CD is bimedial. 


I say next that it is also the same in order with 42. 
For since, as JA £ is to EB, so is CF to FD, 


therefore also, as the square on AZ is to the rectangle A Æ, 
EB, so is the square on CF to the rectangle CF, FD ; 
therefore, alternately, 


as the square on AZ is to the square on CF, so is the rect- 
angle 4E, EB to the rectangle CF, FD. [v. 16] 


But the square on AZ is commensurable with the square 


on CF; 


therefore the rectangle 42, ZB is also commensurable with 
the rectangle CF, FD. 


If therefore the rectangle 44, EZ is rational, 
the rectangle CF, FD is also rational, 


[and for this reason CØ is a first bimedial]; [x. 37] 

but if medial, medial, _ [x. 23, Por.] 

and each of the straight lines 445, CD is a second bimedial. 
[x- 38] 


And for this reason CD will be the same in order with 74 P. 
Q. E. D. 
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Proposition 68. 


A straight line commensurable with a major straight 
line is itself also major. 


Let AB be major, and let CD be commensurable with 42; 
I say that CD is major. 

Let AB be divided at £; A 
therefore AE, EB are straight lines incommensur- c 
able in square which make the sum of the squares g 
on them rational, but the rectangle contained by 
them medial. [x.39] pl b 

Let the same construction be made as before. 

Then since, as AB is to CD, so is AZ to CF, and EP 
to FD, 
therefore also, as AZ is to CF, so is EB to FD. [v. 11] 

But AB is commensurable with CD; 
therefore AE, EP are also commensurable with CZ, FD 
respectively. [x. 11] 

And since, as AF is to CF, so is EB to FD, 


alternately also, 


as AF is to EB, so is CF to FD; [v. 16] 
therefore also, componendo, 

as AB is to BE, so is CD to DF; [v. 18] 
therefore also, as the square on AZ is to the square on BE, 
so is the square on CD to the square on DF. [vt. 20] 


Similarly we can prove that, as the square on AZ is to 
the square on AZ, so also is the square on CD to the square 
on CF, 

Therefore also, as the square on AZ is to the squares on 
AE, EB, so is the square on CD to the squares on CF, FD; 
therefore also, alternately, 
as the square on AB is to the square on CD, so are the 
squares on AZ, EP to the squares on CF, FD. [v. 16] 

But the square on 4Z is commensurable with the square 
on CD; 
therefore the squares on AL, EZ are also commensurable 
with the squares on CF, FD. 
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And the squares on AZ, EB together are rational ; 
therefore the squares on CF, FD together are rational. 

Similarly also twice the rectangle JZ, EB is commen- 
surable with twice the rectangle CF, FD. l 

And twice the rectangle AZ, ÆB is medial ; 
therefore twice the rectangle CF, FD is also medial. 

[x. 23, Por.] 

Therefore CF, FD are straight lines incommensurable in 
square which make, at the same time, the sum of the squares 
on them rational, but the rectangle contained by them medial; 
therefore the whole C2 is the irrational straight line called 
major. [x- 39] 

Therefore a straight line commensurable with the major 


straight line is major. 
Q. E. D. 


PROPOSITION 6ọ. 


A straight line commensurable with the side of a rational 
plus a medial area ts itself also the side of a rational plus a 
medial area. 

Let AB be the side of a rational plus a medial area, 
and let CD be commensurable with AB; 
it is to be proved that CØ is also the side of a a 
rational plus a medial area. 

Let AZ be divided into its straight lines at Z; 
therefore AE, ÆÐ are straight lines incommensur- 
able in square which make the sum of the squares E+ 
on them medial, but the rectangle contained by them F 
rational. [x. 40] B 

Let the same construction be made as before. 

We can then prove similarly that 
CF, FD are incommensurable in square, 
and the sum of the squares on AZ, EZ is commensurable 
with the sum of the squares on CF, FD, 
and the rectangle AZ, £2 with the rectangle CF, FD ,; 
so that the sum of the squares on CZ, FD is also medial, and 
the rectangle CF, FD rational. 

Therefore C2 is the side of a rational plus a medial area. 

Q. E. D. 





D 
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PROPOSITION 70. 


A straight line commensurable with the side of the sum 
of two medial areas 2s the side of the sum of two medial areas. 
Let AB be the side of the sum of two medial areas, and 
CD commensurable with AB; 
it is to be proved that CD is also the side of the A). 
sum of two medial areas. 
For, since AB is the side of the sum of two 
medial areas, 
let it be divided into its straight lines at Æ ; 
therefore AZ, EP are straight lines incommensur- ò 
able in square which make the sum of the squares 8 
on them medial, the rectangle contained by them 
medial, and furthermore the sum of the squares on AL, EZ 
incommensurable with the rectangle AZ, EZ. (x. 41] 
Let the same construction be made as before. 
We can then prove similarly that 
CF, FD are also incommensurable in square, 
the sum of the squares on AE, EP is commensurable with 
the sum of the squares on CF, FD, 
and the rectangle 4 E, EZ with the rectangle CF, FD; 
so that the sum of the squares on CF, FD is also medial, 
the rectangle CF, FD is medial, 
and moreover the sum of the squares on CF, FD is incom- 
mensurable with the rectangle CZ, FD. 


Therefore CD is the side of the sum of two medial areas. 
Q. E. D. 


-O 


PROPOSITION 71. 


Lf a rational and a medial area be added together, four 
irrational straight lines arise, namely a binomial or a first 
bimedial or a major or a side of a rational plus a medial 
area. l 

Let AB be rational, and CD medial ; 

I say that the “side” of the area 4D is a binomial or a first 
bimedial or a major or a side of a rational plus a medial 
area. 
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For AB is either greater or less than CD. 

First, let it be greater ; 
let a rational straight line E be set out, 
let there be applied to EF the rectangle ÆG equal to 42, 
producing £7 as breadth, 
and let Z7, equal to DC, be applied to E, producing HK 
as breadth. 

A c 





Tr 
6) 


B D 


Then, since 4B is rational and is equal to £G, 
therefore ÆG is also rational. 
And it has been applied to ZZ, producing ZF as breadth; 


therefore ÆÆ is rational and commensurable in length with 
EF. [x. 20] 


Again, since CD is medial and is equal to 777, 
therefore 77/ is also medial. 


And it is applied to the rational straight line EZ, pro- 
ducing /Z X as breadth ; 


therefore HK is rational and incommensurable in length 
with EF. [x. 22] 


And, since CD is medial, 
while AF is rational, 
therefore 4B is incommensurable with CD, 
so that ÆG is also incommensurable with 777. 
But, as EG is to HZ, so is FH to HK; [vi. 1] 
therefore E77 is also incommensurable in length with HK. 


[x. 11] 
And both are rational ; 


therefore £77, HK are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only ; 


therefore ÆĶ is a binomial straight line, divided at Æ. [x. 36] 
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And, since 4B is greater than CD, 
while 4B is equal to EG and CD to H7, 
therefore ÆG is also greater than 777; 
therefore EH is also greater than HK. 


The square, then, on £77 is greater than the square on 
HK either by the square on a straight line commensurable 
in length with ZA or by the square on a straight line in- 
commensurable with it. 

First, let the square on it be greater by the square on a 
straight line commensurable with itself. 

Now the greater straight line HZ is commensurable in 
length with the rational straight line EF set out ; 
therefore EK is a first binomial. [x. Def. 1. 1] 

But ÆF is rational ; 
and, if an area be contained by a rational straight line and the 
first binomial, the side of the square equal to the area is 
binomial. [x- 54] 

Therefore the “side” of Z7 is binomial ; 
so that the “side” of 44D is also binomial. 


Next, let the square on ÆH be greater than the square 
on 47K by the square on a straight line incommensurable 
with EZ. 

Now the greater straight line ZZZ is commensurable in 
length with the rational straight line E set out ; 
therefore £ is a fourth binomial. [x. Deff. 11. 4] 

But E is rational ; 
and, if an area be contained by a rational straight line and the 
fourth binomial, the “side” of the area is the irrational straight 
line called major. [x- 57] 

Therefore the “side” of the area E7 is major ; 
so that the “side” of the area 4D is also major. 


Next, let AZ be less than CD; 
therefore ZG is also less than 777, 
so that E77 is also less than AK. 

Now the square on HK is greater than the square on EH 
either by the square on a straight line commensurable with 
HK or by the square on a straight line incommensurable 
with it. 
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First, let the square on it be greater by thé square on a 
straight line commensurable in length with itself. 
Now the lesser straight line HAH is commensurable in 
length with the rational straight line EF set out ; 
therefore ZX is a second binomial.. [x. Deff. 11. 2] 
But EZ is rational ; 
and, if an area be contained by a rational straight line and 
the second binomial, the side of the square equal to it is a 
first bimedial ; [x. 55] 
therefore the “side” of the area EZ is a first bimedial, 
so that the “side” of AD is also a first bimedial. 


Next, let the square on HX be greater than the square 
on HE by the square on a straight line incommensurable 
with HK. 

Now the lesser straight line 4H is commensurable with 
the rational straight line E set out ; 
therefore EK is a fifth binomial. [x. Def. 1r. 5] 

But EF is rational ; 
and, if an area be contained by a rational straight line and the 
fifth binomial, the side of the square equal to the area is a 
side of a rational plus a medial area. [x. 58] 

Therefore the “side” of the area ÆJ is a side of a rational 
plus a medial area, 
so that the “side” of the area 4D is also a side of a rational 
plus a medial area. 

Therefore etc. Q. E. D. 


A rational area being of the form 4p’, and a medial area of the form 
A/^. p, the problem is to classify 


AJ Ap? + fd. p? 
according to the different possible relations between 4, A. 
Put Tu= kp, 
gU = J A. p 


Then, since the former rectangle is rational, the latter medial, 
u is rational and ^ c, 
v is rational and v a. 
Also the rectangles are incommensurable ; 
so that Usd. 
Hence x, v are rational and ~; 
whence (x +v) is a binomial straight line. 
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The possibilities now are as follows : 
L u>v. 
Then either 
(1) VE? ^ uU, 
or (2) VÈTÈ uu, 
while in both cases v ^ o. 
In case (1) (x+ v) is a first binomial straight line, 
and in case (2) (x +7!) is a fourth binomial straight line. 
Thus Ac (u + v) is either (1) a binomial straight line [x. 54] or (2) a major 
irrational straight line [x. 57]. 
IL v». 
Then either 
(1) NI — à o p, 
or (2) N= vv, 
while in both cases v v e, but z^ c. 
Hence, in case (1), (v + v) is a second binomial straight line, 
and, in case (2), (v + v) is a fifth binomial straight line. 


Thus Jo (7 + x) is either (1) a first bimedial straight line [x. 55], or (2)a 
side of a rational plus a medial area [x. 58]. 





PROPOSITION 72. 


Jf two medial areas inconmensurable with one another be 
added together, the remaining two irrational straight lines 
arise, namely either a second bimedial or a side of the sum of 
two medial areas. 


For let two medial areas 48, CD incommensurable with. 
one another be added together ; 
I say that the “side” of the area AD is either a second 
bimedial or a side of the sum of two medial areas. 





A c 
E F 
| | ee: 

B Ð K l 


For AZ is either greater or less than CD. 
First, if it so chance, let 4B be greater than CD. 
Let the rational straight line EF be set out, 


and to E let there be applied the rectangle ÆG equal to 


156 BOOK X [x. 72 


AB and producing ZH as breadth, and the rectangle 777 
equal to CD and producing HK as breadth. 

Now, since each of the areas 4B, CD is medial, 
therefore each of the areas EG, HZ is also medial. 

And they are applied to the rational straight line FE, 
producing EZ, HK as breadth ; 
therefore each of the straight lines ZZ, HK is rational and 
incommensurable in length with E. [x. 22] 
. And, since AZ is incommensurable with CD, 
and AB is equal to EG, and CD to AY, 
therefore EG is also incommensurable with 777. 

But, as ÆG is to FZ, so is EH to HK; [vr. 1] 
therefore Z7 is incommensurable in length with ZZAK. [x. rr] 

Therefore £H, HK are rational straight lines commen- 
surable in squaré only ; 
therefore EX is binomial. [x. 36] 

But the square on EZ is greater than the square on WK 
either by the square on a straight line commensurable with 
cd or by the square on a straight line incommensurable 
with it. 

First, let the square on it be greater by the square on a 
straight line commensurable in length with itself. 

Now neither of the straight lines ZH, HK is commen- 
surable in length with the rational straight line E set out ; 
therefore EK is a third binomial. [x. Deff. 1. 3] 

But ÆF is rational ; 
and, if an area be contained by a rational straight line and the 
third binomial, the “side” of the area is a second bimedial ; 

X. 56 
therefore the “side” of £7, that is, of AD, is a second E 


Next, let the square on EA be greater than the square 
on ZZK by the square on a straight line incommensurable in 
length with EZ. 

Now each of the straight lines AH, HK is incommen- 
surable in length with ZF; 
therefore E K is a sixth binomial. [x. Deff. 11. 6] 


But, if an area be contained by a rational straight line and 
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the sixth binomial, the “side” of the area is the side of the 
sum of two medial areas; [x. 59] 
so that the “side” of the area AD is also the side of the 
sum of two medial areas. ` 


'Therefore etc. 
Q. E. D. 


We have to classify, according to the different possible relations between 
k, A, the straight line 


NALS ph VA. p 
where ,/2.p? and ,/A. p! are incommensurable. 
Suppose that ou= Jk. p), 
09 -— Ja. p. 


It is immaterial whether J£.p! or VÀ. p? is the greater. Suppose, e.g., 
that the former is. 


Now, ~k. P, J^. p? being both media? areas, and o rational, 


u, 7 are both rational and v e. ..................... (1). 
Again, by hypothesis, Tu o cU, 
or EE EE TETEE (2). 


Hence [(1), (2)] (x+ v) is a binomial straight line. 


Next, J2—7 is either commensurable or incommensurable in length 
with z. 
(a) Suppose zi —$ ^ u. 
In this case (« + v) is a ¢hird binomial straight line, 
and therefore [x. 56] 
No (u +v) is a second bimediad straight line. 


(B) If Je -w vu, 
(u + v) is a sixth binomial straight line, 
and therefore [x. 59] 
No (u +2) is a side of the sum of two medial areas. 


The binomial straight line and the irrational straight lines 
after it are neither the same with the medial nor with one 
another. 

For the square on a medial, if applied to a rational straight 
line, produces as breadth a straight line rational and incom- 
mensurable in length with that to which it is applied. — [x. 22] 

But the square on the binomial, if applied to a rational 
straight line, produces as breadth the first binomial. [x. 60] 

The square on the first bimedial, if applied to a rational 
straight line, produces as breadth the second binomial. [x. 6:] 
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The square on the second bimedial, if applied to a rational 
straight line, produces as breadth the third binomial. [x. 62] 

The square on the major, if applied to a rational straight 
line, produces as breadth the fourth binomial. [x. 63] 

The square on the side of a rational plus a medial area, if 
applied to a rational straight line, produces as breadth the fifth 
binomial. [x. 64] 

The square on the side of the sum of two medial areas, if 
applied to a rational straight line, produces as breadth the 
sixth binomial. [x. 65] 

And the said breadths differ both from the first and from 
one another: from the first because it is rational, and from 
one another because they are not the same in order ; 


so that the irrational straight lines themselves also differ from 
one another. 


The explanation after x. 72 is for the purpose of showing that all the 
irrational straight lines treated hitherto are different from one another, viz. the 
medial, the six irrational straight lines beginning with the binomial, and the 
six consisting of the first, second, third, fourth, fifth and sixth binomials. 


PROPOSITION 73. 


Jf from a rational straight lime there be subtracted a 
rational straight line commensurable with the whole in square 
only, the remainder is irrational; and let tt be called an 
apotome. 


For from the rational straight line 447 let the rational 
straight line BC, commensurable with 
the whole in square only, be sub- AU S B 
tracted ; 

I say that the remainder AC is the irrational straight line 
called apotome. 

For, since 4B is incommensurable in length with BC, 
and, as AB is to BC, so is the square on AB to the rectangle 
AB, BC, 
therefore the square on AB is incommensurable with the 





rectangle AB, BC. [x. 11] 
But the squares on 42, BC are commensurable with the 
square on AB, [x. 15] 


and twice the rectangle AB, BC is commensurable with the 
rectangle 4B, BC. : [x. 6] 
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And, inasmuch as the squares on 4B, BC are equal to 
twice the rectangle AB, BC together with the square on C4, 


fu. 7] 
therefore the squares on AZ, BC are also incommensurable 
with the remainder, the square on AC. [x. 13, 16] 

But the squares on 4B, BC are rational ; 
therefore AC is irrational. [x. Def. 4] 


And let it be called an apotome. 
Q. E. D. 


Euclid now passes to the irrational straight lines which are the difference 
and not, as before, the sum of two straight lines. 4420702 (“portion cut off”) 
accordingly takes the place of J:uoméal and the other terms follow mutatis 
mutandis. The first hexad of propositions (73 to 78) exhibit the six irrational 
straight lines which are really the result of extracting the sguaze root of the six 
irrationals in the later propositions 85 to 9o (or, strictly speaking, of finding 
the sides of squares equal to the rectangles formed by each of those six 
irrational straight lines respectively with a rational straight line). Thus, just 
as in the corresponding propositions about the irrational straight lines formed 
by addition, the further removed irrationals, so to speak, come first. 

We shall denote the agofome etc. by (x — y), which is formed by subtracting 
a certain lesser straight line y from a greater x. In x. 79 and later propositions 
y is called by Euclid the annex (xj »pocapuótovec), being the straight line which, 
when added to the apotome or other irrational formed by subtraction, makes 
up the greater x. 

The methods of proof are exactly the same as in the preceding propositions 
about the irrational straight lines formed by addition. 

In this proposition x, y are rational straight lines commensurable in square 
only, and we have to prove that (x — y), the apotome, is irrational. 


x œ y, so that x v y: 


therefore, since Xiyeaiaxy 
X? s xy. 
But x? ^ (x? +3), and xy ^ 2xy ; 
therefore Xx 2xy, 
whence (x — yy v (8 y). 


But (az? 4 y?) is rational ; 
therefore (x — y, and consequently (x — y), is irrational. 


The apotome (x — y) is of the form p ~ J£. p, just as the binomial straight 
line is of the form p+ J£. p. 


PROPOSITION 74. 


Lf from a medial straight line there be subtracted a medial 
straight line which ts commensurable with the whole zn square 
only, and which contains with the whole a rational rectangle, 
the remainder is irrational. And let it be called a first 
apotome of a medial straight line. 
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For from the medial straight line 42 let there be sub- 
tracted the medial straight line BC 
which is commensurable with AB in A e B 
square only and with 48 makes the 
rectangle AB, BC rational ; 
I say that the remainder 4C is irrational; and let it be 
called a first apotome of a medial straight line. 


For, since 48, BC are medial, 
the squares on 4B, BC are also medial. 
But twice the rectangle 42, BC is rational ; 


therefore the squares on AZ, BC are incommensurable with 
twice the rectangle A47, BC; 


therefore twice the rectangle 44, BC is also incommensurable 
with the remainder, the square on AC, [cf 11. 7] 





since, if the whole is incommensurable with one of the magni- 
tudes, the original magnitudes will also be incommensurable. 


[x. 16] 
But twice the rectangle 445, BC is rational ; 
therefore the square on AC is irrational ; 
therefore AC is irrational. [x. Def. 4] 


And let it be called a first apotome of a medial straight 
line. 


The frst apotome of a medial straight line is the difference between straight 


lines of the form Ep, £p, which are medial straight lines commensurable in 
square only and forming a rational rectangle. 


By hypothesis, 4°, y? are medial areas. 
And, since xy is rational, — (a^ 4 y?) v xy 
v 28, 
whence (x -yF v 22xy. 
But 2%y is rational ; 
therefore (x — y)*, and consequently (x — y), is irrational. 
This irrational, which is of the form (Bp ~ Bp), is the frst apotome of a 


medial straight line; the term corresponding of course to first dimedial, which 
applies where the sign is positive. 
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PROPOSITION 75. 


Jf from a medial straight line there be subtracted a medial 
straight line which is commensurable with the whole in square 
only, and which contains with the whole a medial rectangle, 
the remainder is irrational; and let it be called a second 
apotome of a medial straight line. 

For from the medial straight line 4B let there be sub- 
tracted the medial straight line CZ which is commensurable 


with the whole 4Z in square only and such that the rectangle 
AB, BC, which it contains with the whole 44 P, is medial; [x. 28] 


I say that the remainder AC is irrational; and let it be called 
a second apotome of a medial straight line. 


A C B 





| 
| 
i HE 
For let a rational straight line DZ be set out, 


let DE equal to the squares on AB, BC be applied to DZ, 
producing DG as breadth, 


and let DH equal to twice the rectangle AB, BC be applied 
to DI, producing DF as breadth ; 


therefore the remainder FZ is equal to the square on AC. 
(a. 7] 
Now, since the squares on AB, BC are medial and 
commensurable, 


therefore DZ is also medial. [x. 15 and 23, Por.] 


And it is applied to the rational straight line DZ, producing 
DG as breadth ; 


therefore DG is rational and incommensurable in length 
with DZ. [x. 22] 


Again, since the rectangle 4.8, BC is medial, 


therefore twice the rectangle 4B, BC is also medial. 
[x. 23, Por.] 


H. E. III. II 
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And it is equal to DZ; 
therefore DH is also medial. 

And it has been applied to the rational straight line DJ, 
producing DF as breadth ; 
therefore DF is rational and incommensurable in length 
with DZ. [x. 22] 

And, since 48, BC are commensurable in square only, 
therefore AB is incommensurable in length with BC; 
therefore the square on 4B is also incommensurable with the 


rectangle AB, BC. [x. 11] 

But the squares on AB, BC are commensurable with the 
square on AB, [x. 15] 
and twice the rectangle 4B, BC is commensurable with the 
rectangle 4B, BC; (x. 6] 
therefore twice the rectangle 4B, BC is incommensurable with 
the squares on 4B, BC. [x. 13] 


But DE is equal to the squares on AB, BC, 
and DH to twice the rectangle 4B, BC; 
therefore DE is incommensurable with DÆ. 
But, as DE is to DH, sois GD to DF; [vi. 1] 
therefore GD is incommensurable with DF. [x. 11] 
And both are rational ; 
therefore GD, DF are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only ; 
therefore FG is an apotome. [x. 73] 
But D/Z is rational, 
and the rectangle contained by a rational and an irrational 
straight line is irrational, [deduction from x. 20] 
and its “side” is irrational. 
And AC is the “side” of EZ; 
therefore AC is irrational. 
And let it be called a second apotome of a medial 
straight line. 
Q. E. D. 


We have here the difference between 5p, AA. e|, two medial straight 
lines commensurable in square only and containing a medial rectangle. 
Apply each of the areas (a^-57), 2xy to a rational straight line c, i.e. 
suppose that 
+P = on, 
2xy = ov. 
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Then ez, ov are medial areas, 


so that x, v are both rational and v e ...... sss (1). 
Again, Loy; 

therefore x? xy, 

and consequently e+ Pu 2x7, 

or ou 907, 

and BD eS (2). 


Thus [(1), (2)] z, v are rational and ~~; 
therefore [x. 73] (u — v) is an apotome, 
and, (x — v) being thus irrational, 
(2 —7v)c is an irrational area. 
Hence (x — yf and consequently (x — y), is irrational. 


The irrational straight line Ep - s is called a second apotome of a 





medial straight line. 


PROPOSITION 76. 


Jf from a straight line there be subtracted a straight line 
which is incommensurable in square with the whole and which 
with the whole makes the squares on them added together 
rational, but the rectangle contained by them medial, the 
remainder zs irrational; and let tt be called minor. 


For from the straight line 47 let there be subtracted the 
straight line BC which is incom- : 
mensurable in square with the whole A ó B 
and fulfils the given conditions. [x. 33] 

I say that the remainder AC is the irrational straight line 
called minor. 

For, since the sum of the squares on 4B, AC is rational, 
while twice the rectangle 48, BC is medial, 


therefore the squares on 48, BC are incommensurable with 
twice the rectangle AB, BC; 


and, convertendo, the squares on AL, BC are incommensurable 
with the remainder, the square on AC. [1. 7, x. 16] 


But the squares on AB, BC are rational; 
therefore the square on AC is irrational ; 
therefore AC is irrational. 

And let it be called minor. 





Q. E. D. 


11—2 
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x, y are here of the form found in x. 33, viz. 


JeM ae To Us V E 


By hypothesis (s t 5?) is a rational, xy a medial, area. 
"Therefore (a3 33) o 2xy, 

whence (x — yy v (x? c5). 
Therefore (x — y}, and consequently (x — y), is irrational. 
The mizor (irrational) straight line is thus of the form 





E N ee 
J2 Ni+k X2 Jr+# 
Observe the use of convertendo (dvactpépavtt) for the inference that, since 
(x? y?) o 2xy, (x? 3?) o (x — yy. The use of the word corresponds exactly 
to its use in proportions. 


PROPOSITION 77. 


Jf from a straight line there be subtracted a straight line 
which is tncommensurable in square with the whole, and which 
with the whole makes the sum of the squares on them medial, 
but twice the rectangle contained by them rational, the remainder 
is irrational: and let it be called that which produces with 
a rational area a medial whole. 


For from the straight line 47 let there be subtracted the 
straight line BC which is incommensurable in square 
with AZ and fulfils the given conditions ; [x. 34] A 
I say that the remainder AC is the irrational straight 
line aforesaid. 

For, since the sum of the squares on 4B, BC is 
medial, 
while twice the rectangle 42, BC is rational, 
therefore the squares on 44, BC are incommensurable 8 
with twice the rectangle A47, BC; 
therefore the remainder also, the square on AC, is incom- 
mensurable with twice the rectangle 4B, BC. [1. 7, x. 16] 

And twice the rectangle 4B, BC is rational ; 
therefore the square on AC is irrational ; 
therefore 4C is irrational. 

And let it be called that which produces with a 
rational area a medial whole. 

Q. E. D. 
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Here x, y are of the form [cf. x. 34] 


JAPXXd Wd Sis Pk 


SETS + R) A2 (1 +h?) 
By hypothesis, (32 + 3°) is a medial, xy a rational, area ; 
thus (+9?) o 2xy, 
and therefore (x -yF v axy, 


whence (x — y, and consequently (x — y), is irrational. 
The irrational straight line 


Nr E + 
ia VI+ +k- A TE nr CREE e — 
is called that which produces with a rational area a medial whole or more 
literally that which with a rational area makes the whole medial (4 pera pyrod 
pécov Tò óXov morora). Here “produces” means “produces when a square 
is described on it" A clearer way of expressing the meaning would be to call 
this straight line the “side” of a medial minus a rational area corresponding 
to the “side” of a rational plus a medial area |X. 40]. 


PROPOSITION 78. 


If from a straight line there be subtracted a straight line 
which is incommensurable in square with the whole and which 
with the whole makes the sum of the squares on them mediat, 
twice the rectangle contained by them medial, and further the 
squares on them incommensurable with twice the rectangle 
contained by them, the remainder is irrational; and let rt be 
called that which produces with a medial area a 
medial whole. 


For from the straight line AB let there be subtracted the 
straight line BC incommensurable in 
square with 4Z and fulfilling the p FG 
given conditions ; [x- 35] 
I say that the remainder 4C is the 
irrational straight line called that 
which produces with a medial 





area a medial whole. i HE 
For let a rational straight line DZ A Q B 
be set out, 


to DZ let there be applied DÆ equal to the squares on AB, 
BC, producing DG as breadth, 


and let DH equal to twice the rectangle 445, BC be 
subtracted. 
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Therefore the remainder FÆ is equal to the square 
on AC, [1 7] 
so that AC is the “side” of FE. 


Now, since the sum of the squares on AZ, BC is medial 
and is equal to DE, 


therefore DE is medial. 


And it is applied to the rational straight line D/, producing 
DG as breadth ; 


therefore DG is rational and incommensurable in length 
with DZ. [x. 22] 


Again, since twice the rectangle 4B, BC is medial and is 
equal to DA, 


therefore DA is medial. 


And it is applied to the rational straight line D/, producing 
DF as breadth ; 


therefore DF is also rational and incommensurable in length 
with DZ. [x. 22] 


And, since the squares on 48, BC are incommensurable 
with twice the rectangle 43, BC, 


therefore DE is also incommensurable with DZ. 
But, as DE is to DH, so also is DG to DF; [vi. 1] 
therefore DG is incommensurable with D. [x. 11] 
And both are rational ; 


therefore GD, DF are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only. 


Therefore FG is an apotome. [x. 73] 
And FH is rational ; 


but the rectangle contained by a rational straight line and an 
apotome is irrational; [deduction from x. 20] 


and its “side” is irrational. 
And AC is the “side” of FZ; 
therefore AC is irrational. 


And let it be called that which produces with a 
medial area a medial whole. 


Q. E. D. 
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In this case x, y have respectively the forms [cf. x. 35] 


fn ey ee 
RE Nise NaN” VIC 
Suppose that X +y? = ou 
28y = av. 
By hypothesis, the areas oz, ev are medial; 
therefore u, v are both rational and Uo 2... 2. cee ceeee cee cee cee eceeec errereen (1). 
Further Tu v CU, 
so that WILD! uesesedasenl codes diesen SE ve ded (2). 


Hence [(1), (2)] x, v are rational and ~, 

so that (x — v) is the irrational straight line called agotome [x. 73]. 
Thus c (2 — 2) is an irrational area, 

so that (x — y), and consequently (x — y), is irrational. 
The irrational straight line 


2 Em k t PE 
2 ite J2”V Jia 


is called that which produces [i.e. when a square is described on it] with a 
medial area a medial whole, more literally that which with a medial area makes 
the whole medial (4 perà uécov pécov tò OXov rowtca). A clearer phrase (to 
us) would be the ** side” of the difference between two medial areas, correspond- 
ing to the “ side” of (the sum of) two medial areas [X. 41]. 





PROPOSITION 79. 


To an apotome only one rational straight line can be 
annexed which zs commensurable with the whole in square only. 


Let 42 be an apotome, and AC an annex to it; 
therefore AC, CP are rational 
straight lines commensurable in " c D 
square only. [x- 73] Sr 

I say that no other rational 
straight line can be annexed to 48 which is commensurable 
with the whole in square only. 

For, if possible, let BD be so annexed ; 
therefore AD, DB are also rational straight lines commen- 
surable in square only. [x- 73] 

Now, since the excess of the squares on 4D, DB over 
twice the rectangle 4D, DB is also the excess of the squares 
on AC, CB over twice the rectangle 4C, CB, 
for both exceed by the same, the square on 4B, [n. 7] 
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therefore, alternately, the excess of the squares on AD, DB 
over the squares on AC, CB is the excess of twice the rect- 
angle 4D, DB over twice the rectangle AC, CB. 
But the squares on 4D, DB exceed the squares on AC, 
CB by a rational area, 
for both are rational ; 
therefore twice the rectangle 4D, DB also exceeds twice the 
rectangle 4C, CP by a rational area: 
which is impossible, 
for both are medial [x. 21], and a medial area does not exceed 
a medial by a rational area. [x. 26] 
Therefore no other rational straight line can be annexed 
to AB which is commensurable with the whole in square only. 
Therefore only one rational straight line can be annexed 
to an apotome which is commensurable with the whole in 
square only. 
Q. E. D. 
i This proposition proves the equivalent of the well-known theorem of surds 
that, 
if a— Jb =x- Jy, then a =x, b=y; 
and, if Ja — Jó = Jx% — Jy, then a=x, b=y. 
The method of proof corresponds to that of x. 42 for positive signs. 


Suppose, if possible, that an afotome can be expressed as (x — y) and also 
as (x' — y"), where x, y are rational straight lines commensurable in square only, 
and x’, y' are so also. 


Of x, x’, let x be the greater. 
Now, since Kayan’ —y’, 
: e+ (xy) = 2xy — axy. 
But (4? +9"), (x?-- y?) are both rational, so that their difference is a 
rational area. 
Ji On the other hand, 2xy, zx'y' are both medial areas, being of the form 
"P3 
therefore the difference between two medial areas is rational : 
which is impossible [x. 26]. 
Therefore etc. 


PROPOSITION 80. 


To a first apotome of a medial straight line only one 
medial straight line can be annexed which is commensurable 
with the whole in square only and which contains with the 
whole a rational rectangle. 
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For let AB be a first apotome of a medial straight line, 
and let AC be an annex to AZ ; 
therefore AC, CB are medial ase SE ee 2 EN 
straight lines commensurable in 
square only and such that the rectangle 4C, CB which they 
contain is rational ; [x. 74] 
I say that no other medial straight line can be annexed to 
AB which is commensurable with the whole in square only 
and which contains with the whole a rational area. 


For, if possible, let DB also be so annexed ; 


therefore 4D, DB are medial straight lines commensurable 
in square only and such that the rectangle 4D, DB which 
they contain is rational. [x. 74) 


Now, since the excess of the squares on 4D, DB over 
twice the rectangle 4D, DB is also the excess of the squares 
on AC, CB over twice the rectangle AC, CB, 


for they exceed by the same, the square on 4B, [r 7] 


therefore, alternately, the excess of the squares on 4D, DB 
over the squares on AC, CB is also the excess of twice the 
rectangle 4D, DB over twice the rectangle 4C, CB. 


But twice the rectangle 4D, DB exceeds twice the rect- 
angle AC, CB by a rational area, 


for both are rational. 


Therefore the squares on 4D, DB also exceed the squares 
on AC, CB by a rational area: 


which is impossible, 


for both are medial [x. 15 and 23, Por.], and a medial area does 
not exceed a medial by a rational area. [x. 26] 


'Therefore etc. 
Q. E. D. 


Suppose, if possible, that the same frst apotome of a medial straight line 

can be expressed in terms of the required character in two ways, so that 
cau od x —y, 

and suppose that x > x’. 

In this case x? +3°, (x'?4- y?) are both medial areas, and 2xy, 2x'y! are both 
rational areas ; 
and xt y!— (x? y?) = 2xy — 2x'y. 

Hence x. 26 is contradicted again ; 
therefore etc. 
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PROPOSITION 81. 


To a second apotome of a medial straight line only one 
medial straight line can be annexed which zs commensurable 
with the whole in square only and which contains with the 
whole a medial rectangle. 


Let AB be a second apotome of a medial straight line 
and ABC an annex to AB; 


therefore AC, CB are medial straight ^ 8 ¢ 5 
lines commensurable in square only and p E 
such that the rectangle AC, CB which 1 H 
they contain is medial. [x- 75] 


I say that no other medial straight line 
can be annexed to 428 which is commen- 
surable with the whole in square only and 
which contains with the whole a medial 
rectangle. 

For, if possible, let BD also be so 
annexed; 
therefore 4D, DB are also medial straight 
lines commensurable in square only and 
such that the rectangle 4D, DB which 
they contain is medial. [x. 75] 

Let a rational straight line ZF be set out, 
let EG equal to the squares on 4C, CB be applied to E, 
producing Æ M as breadth, 
and let ÆG equal to twice the rectangle 4C, CB be sub- 
tracted, producing ÆM as breadth ; 


therefore the remainder EZ is equal to the square on.4 B, 


: i [1. 7] 
so that 4A is the “side” of EL. 


Again, let EJ equal to the squares on 4D, DB be applied 
to EF, producing ÆN as breadth. 
But EZ is also equal to the square on A47 ; 


therefore the remainder 7/ is equal to twice the rectangle 
AD, DB. fur. 7] 





l N 


Now, since 4C, CB are medial straight lines, 
therefore the squares on AC, CP are also medial. 
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And they are equal to ZG; 
therefore ÆG is also medial. [x. 15 and 23, Por.] 


And it is applied to the rational straight line £F, producing 
EM as breadth ; 


therefore ÆM is rational and incommensurable in length 
with £F. [x. 22] 


Again, since the rectangle 4C, CB is medial, 

twice the rectangle 4C, CB is also medial. [x. 23, Por.] 
And it is equal to ZG ; 

therefore HG is also medial. 


And it is applied to the rational straight line EF, producing 
HM as breadth ; 


therefore ÆM is also rational and incommensurable in length 
with EF. [x. 22] 


And, since AC, CZ are commensurable in square only, 
therefore AC is incommensurable in length with CZ. 


But, as AC is to CB, so is the square on AC to the rect- 
angle AC, CB; 


therefore the square on AC is incommensurable with the 
rectangle AC, CB. [x. 11] 


But the squares on 4C, CB are commensurable with the 
square on AC, 


while twice the rectangle 4C, CB is commensurable with the 


rectangle 4C, CB; [x. 6] 
therefore the squares on 4C, CB are incommensurable with 
twice the rectangle 4C, CB. [x. 13] 


And ÆG is equal to the squares on AC, CB, 
while GA is equal to twice the rectangle 4C, CB; 
therefore ÆG is incommensurable with HG. 
But, as ÆG is to HG, so is EM to HM; [vx 1] 
therefore E JM is incommensurable in length with 7777. [x. 11] 
And both are rational ; 


therefore EM, MH are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only ; 


therefore ÆH is an apotome, and /77/7 an annex to it. [x. 73] 
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Similarly we can prove that ÆA is also an annex to it; 


therefore to an apotome different straight lines are annexed 
which are commensurable with the wholes in square only : 


which is impossible. [x. 79] 
Therefore etc. 
Q. E. D. 


As the irrationality of the second apotome of a medial straight line was 
deduced [x. 75] from the irrationality of an apotome, so the present theorem 
is reduced to X. 79. 


Suppose, if possible, that (x — y), (x' —7') are the same second apotome of 
a medial straight line ; 
and let (say) x be greater than x. 

Apply (2? 4 5), 2xy and also (x?  y?), 2x'y' to a rational straight line c, 
ie. put ho ee : 

K +y = ou } and ran oe \. 
2xy = ov 2x'y’ = oU 

Dealing with (x - y) first, we have: 

(æ -- 5?) is a medial area, and 2xy is also a medial area. 


Therefore z, v are both rational and Uo .......ssssssssseesssee (x). 
Also, since x ^— y, XJ, 

so that X? o xy, 

whence, as usua], x! y! waxy, 

that is, cU v cU, 

and therefore so D siue qeaetetosc disiase eve rides (2). 


Thus [(1) and (2)] », v are rational and ~, 
so that (u — v) is an apotome. 
. Similarly (w — v') is proved to be the same apotome. 
Hence this apotome is formed in two ways: 
which contradicts X. 79. 


Therefore the original hypothesis is false, and a second apotome of a 
medial straight line is uniquely formed. 


PROPOSITION 82. 


To a minor straight line only one straight line can be 
annexed which is incommensurable in square with the whole 
and which makes, with the whole, the sum of the squares on 
them rational but twice the rectangle contained by them medial. 

Let AB be the minor straight line, and let BC be an 
annex to 4B; 


therefore AC, CB are straight A 8 ED 
lines incommensurable in square 
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which make the sum of the squares on them rational, but 
twice the rectangle contained by them medial. [x. 76] 


I say that no other straight line can be annexed to AB 
fulfilling the same conditions. 

For, if possible, let BD be so annexed ; 
therefore AD, DB are also straight lines incommensurable 
in square which fulfil the aforesaid conditions. [x. 76] 

Now, since the excess of the squares on AD, DB over 


the squares on AC, CZ is also the excess of twice the rect- 
angle 4D, DB over twice the rectangle AC, CB, 


while the squares on 4D, DB exceed the squares on AC, 
CB by a rational area, 


for both are rational, 


therefore twice the rectangle 4D, DB also exceeds twice 
the rectangle 4C, CB by a rational area: 


which is impossible, for both are medial. [x. 26] 


Therefore to a minor straight line only one straight 
line can be annexed which is incommensurable in square with 
the whole and which makes the squares on them added 
together rational, but twice the rectangle contained by them 
medial. 

Q. E. D. 


Suppose, if possible, that, with the usual notation, 
x-yex-y; 

and let x (say) be greater than x’. 

In this case (2*+ 3°), (x? +y”) are both zazona/ areas, 
and 2xy, 2x'y' are both medial areas. 

But, as before, — (x? +”) — (x^ y?) = zxy - 2x", 
so that the difference between two medial areas is rational: 
which is impossible [x. 26]. 

"Therefore etc. 


Proposition 83. 


To a straight line which produces with a rational area a 
medial whole only one straight line can be annexed which ts 
incommensurable in square with the whole straight line and 
which with the whole straight line makes the sum of the squares 
on them medial, but twice the rectangle contained by them 
rational. 
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Let AB be the straight line which produces with a rational 
area a medial whole, 
and let BC be an annex to 4A; A B Ç D 
therefore AC, CB are straight lines 
incommensurable in square which fulfil the given conditions. 
[x- 77] 
I say that no other straight line can be annexed to AB 
which fulfils the same conditions. 
For, if possible, let BD be so annexed ; 
therefore 4D, DBZ are also straight lines incommensurable in 
square which fulfil the given conditions. [x. 77] 
Since then, as in the preceding cases, 
the excess of the squares on AD, DB over the squares on 
AC, CB is also the excess of twice the rectangle 4D, DB 
over twice the rectangle AC, CB, 


while twice the rectangle 4D, DB exceeds twice the rectangle 
AC, CB by a rational area, 


for both are rational, 


therefore the squares on AD, DB also exceed the squares 
on AC, CB by a rational area: 
which is impossible, for both are medial. [x. 26] 

Therefore no other straight line can be annexed to AB 
which is incommensurable in square with the whole and which 
with the whole fulfils the aforesaid conditions ; 
therefore only one straight line can be so annexed. 

Q. E. D. 





Suppose, with the same notation, that 
x-yza-y. («> x’) 


Here, (2°+y°), («*+y) being both medial areas, and 2xy, 2x'y' both 
rational areas, 


while (x° y?) — (x? +) = 2xy — ax'y’, 
X. 26 is contradicted again. 
Therefore etc. 


PROPOSITION 84. 


To a straight line which produces with a medial area a 
medial whole only one straight line can be annexed which is 
incommensurable in square with the whole straight line and 
which with the whole straight line makes the sum of the squares 
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on them medial and twice the rectangle contained by them both 
medial and also incommensurable with the sum of the squares 
on them. 


Let AB be the straight line which produces with a medial 
‘area a medial whole, 
and AC an annex to it; 
therefore 4C, CZ are straight lines incommensurable in square 


which fulfil the aforesaid conditions. [x. 78] 
A B Cc D 
EH M N 
EE G 1 


I say that no other straight line can be annexed to 42 
which fulfils the aforesaid conditions. 
For, if possible, let BD be so annexed, 
so that 4D, DB are also straight lines incommensurable in 
square which make the squares on 4D, DB added together 
medial, twice the rectangle 4D, DB medial, and also the 
squares on 4D, DB incommensurable with twice the rectangle 
AD, DB. (x. 78] 
Let a rational straight line JE be set out, 
let EG equal to the squares on AC, CP be applied to EF, 
producing E /7 as breadth, 
and let WG equal to twice the rectangle 4C, CB be applied 
to EF, producing HM as breadth ; 
therefore the remainder, the square on ABZ [11.7], is equal 
to EL; 
therefore AZ is the “side” of EL. 


Again, let £7 equal to the squares on 4D, DB be applied 
to EF, producing E as breadth. 

But the square on AB is also equal to EL; 
therefore the remainder, twice the rectangle 4D, DB [n. 7], 
is equal to 777. 
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Now, since the sum of the squares on AC, CB is medial 
and is equal to EG, 
therefore ÆG is also medial. 

And it is applied to the rational straight line EZ, pro- 
ducing ÆM as breadth ; 
therefore ÆM is rational and incommensurable in length 
with EF. [x. 22] 


Again, since twice the rectangle 4C, CB is medial and is 
equal to HG, 
therefore HG is also medial. 

And it is applied to the rational straight line AF, pro- 
ducing HM as breadth; 
therefore HM is rational and incommensurable in length 


with AF. [x. 22] 


And, since the squares on 4C, CZ are incommensurable 
with twice the rectangle 4C, CB, 


EG is also incommensurable with WG ; 
therefore EJ is also incommensurable in length with MA. 


: (vi. 1, x. 11] 
And both are rational ; 


therefore EM, MA are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only ; 


therefore E/7 is an apotome, and HM an annex to it. [x. 73] 


Similarly we can prove that ÆÆ is again an apotome and 
HN an annex to it. 

Therefore to an apotome different rational straight lines 
are annexed which are commensurable with the wholes in 
square only: 


which was proved impossible. [x. 79] 


Therefore no other straight line can be so annexed to AB. 

Therefore to AB only one straight line can be annexed 
which is incommensurable in square with the whole and which 
with the whole makes the squares on them added together 
medial twice the rectangle contained by them medial, and 
also the squares on them incommensurable with twice the 
rectangle contained by them. 

Q. E. D. 
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With the usual notation, suppose that 


x-y=x -y (x> <x’) 
Let oit sd dir ari E 
2Xy = oU 2X'y =o 


Consider (x — y) first ; 
it follows, since (x° + y?), 2xy are both medial areas, that 


v, v are both rational and o a^ sonei iseia e erani aE aa ENS R ees (1). 
But LHI? o xy, 

that is, ou v c7, 

and therefore WSO Mec T (2). 


Therefore [(1) and (2)] z, v are rational and ~; 
hence (z — v) is an apotome. 
Similarly (z/ —2/) is proved to be the same apotome. 
Thus the same apotome is formed as such in two ways: 
which is impossible [x. 79]. 
"Therefore, etc. 
DEFINITIONS III. 


I. Given a rational straight line and an apotome, if the 
square on the whole be greater than the square on the annex 
by the square on a straight line commensurable in length with 
the whole, and the whole be commensurable in length with 
the rational straight line set out, let the apotome be called a 
first apotome, 


2. But if the annex be commensurable in length with 
the rational straight line set out, and the square on the whole 
be greater than that on the annex by the square on a straight 
line commensurable with the whole, let the apotome be called 
a second apotome. 


3. But if neither be commensurable in length with the 
rational straight line set out, and the square on the whole be 
greater than the square on the annex by the square on a 
straight line commensurable with the whole, let the apotome 
be called a third apotome. 


4. Again, if the square on the whole be greater than 
the square on the annex by the square on a straight line 
incommensurable with the whole, then, if the whole be com- 
mensurable in length with the rational straight line set out, 
let the apotome be called a fourth apotome; 


5. if the annex be so commensurable, a fifth ; 
6. and, if neither, k sixth. 


H. E. III. 12 
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PROPOSITION 85. 


To find the first apotome. 
Let a rational straight line 4 be set out, 
and let BG be commensurable in length with 4 ; 
therefore BG is also rational. 
B C G 








E F D 


Let two square numbers DE, EF be set out, and let their 
difference FD not be square ; 
therefore neither has ED to DF the ratio which a square 
number has to a square number. 

Let it be contrived that, 
as ED is to DF, so is the square on BG to the square on GC; 


[x. 6, Por.] 
therefore the square on BG is commensurable with the square 
on GC. [x. 6] 


But the square on ZG is rational ; 
therefore the square on GC is also rational ; 
therefore GC is also-rational. 
And, since ED has not to DF the ratio which a square 
number has to a square number, 
therefore neither has the square on BG to the square on GC 
the ratio which a square number has to a square number ; 
therefore BG is incommensurable in length with GC.  (x.9] 
And both are rational ; 
therefore BG, GC are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only ; 
therefore BC is an apotome. [x- 73] 


I say next that it is also a first apotome. 

For let the square on Æ be that by which the square on 
BG is greater than the square on GC. 

Now since, as ED is to FD, so is the square on BG to 
the square on GC, l 
therefore also, convertendo, - [v. 19, Por.] 
as DE is to EF, so is the square on GØ to the square on Æ. 
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But DZ has to £F the ratio which a square number has 
to a square number, 
for each is square ; 
therefore the square on GB also has to the square on A the 
ratio which a square number has to a square number ; 
therefore BG is commensurable in length with Æ. [x. 9] 
And the square on BG is greater than the square on GC 
by the square on Æ; 


therefore the square on BG is greater than the square on GC 
by the square on a straight line commensurable in length 
with BG. 


And the whole &G is commensurable in length with the 
rational straight line 4 set out. 
Therefore BC is a first apotome. ` [x. Def. ur. 1] 
Therefore the first apotome ZC has been found. 
(Being) that which it was required to find. 


Take 4p commensurable in length with p, the given rational straight line. 
Let m°, z? be square numbers such that (z2— 2°) is not square. 
Take x such that zB imm) ERP ossggsssseee (1), 


so that x= kp 


= kp J/ I-A say. 

Then shall £p — x, or £p —£p V1 =X, be a first apotome. 

For (a) it follows from (1) that x is rational but incommensurable with Zp, 
whence £p, x are rational and ~, 
so that (£p — x) is an apotome. 
(8) Ifj?- E£p*—x?, then, by (x), convertendo, 

mim -Ep::y, 

whence y, that is, 2p? — 2°, is commensurable in length with Zp. 

And fp ^p; 
therefore 2p ~ x is a first apotome. 

As explained in the note to x. 48, the first apotome 

kp —kpJt—? 
is one of the roots of the equation 
2—2kp.x+ Mp xoc. 


12—2 
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Proposition 86. 
To find the second apotome. 


Let a rational straight line 4 be set out, and GC com- 
mensurable in length with 4 ; 
therefore GC is rational. 

Let two square numbers DE, 8% —% G 
EF be set out, and let their H 
difference DF not be square. 

Now let it be contrived that, poc eem 
as FD is to DE, so is the square 
on CG to the square on GB. [x. 6, Por.] 

Therefore the square on CG is commensurable with the 
square on GB. [x. 6] 

But the square on CG is rational ; 
therefore the square on (7 is also rational ; 
therefore BG is rational. - 

And, since the square en GC has not to the square on GB 
the ratio which a square number has to a square number, 

CG is incommensurable in length with G2. [x. 9] 

And both are rational ; 
therefore CG, GB are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only ; 
therefore BC is an apotome. (x. 73] 





I say next that it is also a second apotome. 

For let the square on 77 be that by which the square on 
BG is greater than the square on GC. 

Since then, as the square on ZG is to the square on GC, 
so is the number ED to the number DF, 
therefore, convertendo, 
as the square on SG is to the square on H, so is DE to EF. 


[v. 19, Por.] 
And each of the numbers DE, EF is square; 


therefore the square on BG has fo the square on Æ the ratio 
which a square number has to a square number ; 


therefore BG is commensurable in length with 77. [x. 9] 


And the square on AG is greater than the square on GC 
by the square on 77; - 


therefore the square on BG is greater than the square on GC 


x. 86, 87] PROPOSITIONS 86, 87 181 
by the square on a straight line commensurable in length 
with BG. 


And CG, the annex, is commensurable with the rational 
straight line A set out. 


Therefore BC is a second apotome. [x. Deff. 111. 2] 
Therefore the second apotome ZC has been found. 
' Q. E. D. 


Take, as before, £p commensurable in length with p. 
Let a, z? be again square numbers, but (m? — 2°) not square. 


Take x such that (nr —m) osse xi. eigo ere hu G) 
m 
whence x= kp ———— 
A mt? — n? 
Rp 
= ———c, Say. 
J1—X 7 


Thus x is greater than 4p. 
Then x — Zp, or E m — Rp, is a second apotome. 
J1-X 


For (a), as before, x is rational and ~ Ap. 
(B) 1f23— kP =y, we have, from (1), 
WP =x sy. 
Thus y, or A/a? — £g, is commensurable in length with x. 
And Ap is ^ p. 
Therefore x — £p is a second apotome. 
As explained in the note on X. 49, the second apotome 








kp Z 
JAr-M B 
is the lesser root of the equation 
R 2kp AA lw 
em poe pee 


PROPOSITION 87. 
To fend the third apotome. 
Let a rational straight line 4 be set out, 
let three numbers &, BC, CD be 
set out which have not to one 


another the ratio which a square. F.H ~ àù 
number has to a square number, 


but let CB have to BD the ratio S 

which a square number has to a p iE 

square number, l ates Go Sere bees 
Let it be contrived that, as Æ e p d 


is to BC, so is the square on A to the square on FG, 
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and, as BC is to CD, so is the square on FG to the square 
on GH. [x. 6, Por.] 

Since then, as Æ is to BC, so is the square on 4 to the 
square on FG, 


therefore the square on A is commensurable with the square 
on FG.. [x. 6] 


But the square on 4 is rational ; 
therefore the square on FG is also rational ; 
therefore FG is rational. 


And, since Æ has not to BC the ratio which a square 
number has to a square number, 


therefore neither has the square on 4 to the square on FG 
the ratio which a square number has to a square number ; 


therefore A is incommensurable in length with FG. (x. 9] 


Again, since, as BC is to CD, so is the square on FG to 
the square on GH, 


therefore the square on FG is commensurable with the square 
on GH. [x. 6] 


But the square on FG is rational ; 
therefore the square on G/ is also rational ; 
therefore GÆ is rational. 


And, since BC has not to CD the ratio which a square 
number has to a square number, 


therefore neither has the square on FG to the square on GH 

the ratio which a square number has to a square number ; 

therefore FG is incommensurable in length with GH. — (x. 9] 
And both are rational ; 


therefore FG, GH are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only ; 


therefore FH is an apotome. [x. 73] 


I say next that it is also a third apotome. 


For since, as Æ is to BC, so is the square on 4 to the 
square on FG, 


and, as BC is to CD, so is the square on FG to the square 
on HG, 


therefore, ex aequali, as E is to CD, so is the square on A 
to the square on HG. - [v. 22] 
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But Æ has not to CD the ratio which a square number 
has to a square number ; 
therefore neither has the square on 4 to the square on GH 
the ratio which a square number has to a square number; 
therefore 4 is incommensurable in length with GH. [x. 9] 
Therefore neither of the straight lines FG, GH is 
commensurable in length with the rational straight line 4 


set out. 
Now let the square on Ķ be that by which the square on 


FG is greater than the square on GH. 
Since then, as BC is to CD, so is the square on FG to 


the square on GH, 

therefore, convertendo, as BC is to BD, so is the square on 

FG to the square on K. [v. 19, Por.] 
But BC has to BD the ratio which a square number has 

to a square number ; 

therefore the square on FG also has to the square on Æ the 

ratio which a square number has to a square number. 
Therefore FG is commensurable in length with Æ,  [x. 9] 

and the square on FG is greater than the square on GA by 

the square on a straight line commensurable with FG. 


And neither of the straight lines FG, GH is commen- 
surable in length with the rational straight line 4 set out; 


therefore FH is a third apotome. [x. Deff. 1m. 3] 
Therefore the third apotome FH has been found. 
Q. E. D. 


Let p be a rational straight line. 

Take numbers 2, gzz, g (n? — n?) which have not to one another the ratio 
of square to square. 

Now let x, y be such that 


DU p x uses te tetra Rue (1) 
and gn? ig (m? 27) m IE yes (2). 
Then shall (x — y) be a ¿kird apotome. 
For (a), from (x), 
215 rational but- o p. iioc bp ena toti e ade ven? (3). 


And, from (2), y is rational but v x. 
Therefore x, y are rational and ~, 


so that (x — y) is an apotome. 
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(B) By (x), (2), ex aegualt, 
Big(m-m)-piy, 
whence y v p. 


Thus, by this and (3), x, y are both w p. see (4). 
Lastly, let 2? = x? — 3°, so that, from (2), convertendo, 


gn? :gm-xiz 
therefore z, or x2 — 35, ^ x eee cece eee ee HH eene (s). 


Thus [(4) and (5)] (x —y) is a third apotome. 
To find its form, we have, from (1) and (2), 


so that s-y= 9/2. pln 79. 
This may be written in the form 
m[E. p — maj . pex — X. 
As explained in the note on x. 50, this is the lesser root of the equation 
x? om k. px + Nu?! = o. 


PROPOSITION 88. 


To find the fourth apotome. 

Let a rational straight line 4 be set out, and BG com- 
mensurable in length with it ; 
therefore BG is also rational. 


5 F E 
Let two numbers DF, FE be set out such that the whole 
DE has not to either of the numbers IDE, EF the ratio 


which a square number has to a square number. 
Let it be contrived that, as DZ is to EF, so is the square 


on SG to the square on GC; [x. 6, Por.] 
therefore the square on SG is commensurable with the square 
on GC. [x. 6] 


But the square on BG is rational ; 
therefore the square on GC is also rational ; 
therefore GC is rational. 
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Now, since DE has not to EF the ratio which a square 
number has to a square number, 
therefore neither has the square on AG to the square on GC 
the ratio which a square number has to a square number ; 
therefore BG is incommensurable in length with GC. — [x. 9] 
And both are rational ; 
therefore BG, GC are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only ; 
therefore BC is an apotome. [x. 73] 


Now let the square on Æ be that by which the square on 
BG is greater than the square on GC. 

Since then, as DE is to EF; so is the square on BG to 
the square on GC, 
therefore also, convertendo, as ED is to DF, so is the square 
on GB to the square on Æ. [v. 19, Por.] 

But £D has not to DF the ratio which a square number 
has to a square number ; 
therefore neither has the square on GP to the square on H 
the ratio which a square number has to a square number ; 
therefore 8G is incommensurable in length with Æ. [x. 9] 

And the square on BG is greater than the square on GC 
by the square on 77; 
therefore the square on BG is greater than the square on GC 
by the square on a straight line incommensurable with BG. 

And the whole ZG is commensurable in length with the 
rational straight line 4 set out. 

Therefore BC is a fourth apotome. [x. Def. nr. 4] 

Therefore the fourth apotome has been found. 

Q. E. D. 


Beginning with p, 4p, as in X. 85, 86, we take numbers m, # such that 
(m +m) has not to either of the numbers m, 2 the ratio of a square number to 
a square number. 








Take x such that (nt 492) Fon SP aT essei (1), 
whence x= kp z 
m+n 
n ae 
VIHA? ? 


Šp 
VIFA 








Then shall (4p — x), or (& - ji be a fourth apotome. 
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For, by (1), x is rational and ~ &p. 
Also 4/£p'-— x? is incommensurable with 4p, since 
(m+n): m Ep (Ep x», 
and the ratio (# + 7) : z is not that of a square number to a square number. 


And Ap ^ p. 
As explained in the note on x. 51, the fourth apotome 





is the lesser root of the quadratic equation 


À 32 N 
a — akp. s+ kp =0. 


PROPOSITION 89. 


To find the fifth apotome. 


Let a rational straight line 4 be set out, 
and let CG be commensurable in length 





with 4; B; |P 
therefore CG is rational. 

Let two numbers DF, FE be set out c 
such that DZ again has not to either of the jA ? 
numbers DF, FE the ratio which a square 
number has to a square number ; a FF 
and let it be contrived that, as FÆ is to ED, 
so is the square on CG to the square on GB. E 

Therefore the’ square on G7 is also 
rational ; (x. 6] 


therefore BG is also rational. 
Now since, as DE is to EF, so is the square on BG to 
the square on GC, 
while DZ has not to EF the ratio which a square number 
has to a square number, 
therefore neither has the square on BG to the square on GC 
the ratio which a square number has to a square number ; 
therefore BG is incommensurable in length with GC. fx. 9] 
And both are rational ; 
therefore BG, GC are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only ; 
therefore BC is an apotome. [x. 73] 
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I say next that it is also a fifth apotome. 

For let the square on be that by which the square on 
BG is greater than the square on GC. 

Since then, as the square on BG is to the square on GC, 
so is DE to EF, 


therefore, convertendo, as ED is to DF, so is the square on 
BG to the square on ZZ. [v. 19, Por.] 


But £D has not to DF the ratio which a square number 
has to a square number ; 
therefore neither has the square on BG to the square on H 
the ratio which a square number has to a square number ; 
therefore ZG is incommensurable in length with Æ. [x. 9] 


And the square on BG is greater than the square on GC 
by the square on 77; 


therefore the square on GZ is greater than the square on GC 


by the square on a straight line incommensurable in length 
with GB. 


And the annex CG is commensurable in length with the 
rational straight line A set out; 


therefore ZC is a fifth apotome. [x. Def. ur. 5] 
Therefore the fifth apotome ZC has been found. 
Q. E. D. 


Let p, £p and the numbers zz, zt of the last proposition be taken. 
Take x such that Ani(menm)j-EAe ix gza-sssssseeee (1). 








In this case x > kp, and EE: is 


=hpr/t +2, say. 


Then shall (x — Ap), or (Ap 1 +A — kp), be a fifth apotome. 
For, by (1), æ is rational and ~- Zp. 
And since, by (1), (w+): m 2 x? : (x? — kP), 

A xà — 2p? is incommensurable with x. 


Also £p ^ p. 
As explained in the note on x. 52, the fft% apotome 


KpN I +À- kp 
is the lesser root of the quadratic 
a — alps TFA. x Akp = 0. 
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PROPOSITION 9o. 


To find the sixth apotome. 


Let a rational straight line 4 be set out, and three 
numbers Æ, BC, CD not having 
to one another the ratio which A 
a square number has to a square s—4 a 
number ; 
and further let CZ also not have 
to BD the.ratio which a square 
number has to a square number. B 15 © 
Let it be contrived that, as 
£ is to BC, so is the square on 4 to the square on FG, 
and, as BC is to CD, so is the square on FG to the square 
on GH. [x. 6, Por.] 
Now since, as Æ is to BC, so is the square on 4 to the 
square on FG, 
therefore the square on A is commensurable with the square 
on FG. [x. 6] 
But the square on 4 is rational ; 
therefore the square on FG is also rational ; 
therefore FG is also rational. 
And, since Æ has not to BC the ratio which a square 
number has to a square number, 
therefore neither has the square on A to the square on FG 
the ratio which a square number has to a square number ; 








therefore 4 is incommensurable in length with FG. [x. 9] 


Again, since, as BC is to CD, so is the square on FG to 
the square on GZ, 


therefore the square on FG is commensurable with the Square 
on GH. [x. 6] 


But the square on FG is rational ; 
therefore the square on GA is also rational ; 
therefore GA is also rational. 


And, since BC has not to CD the ratio which a square 
number has to a square number, 
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therefore neither has the square on FG to the square on GH 

the ratio which a square number has to a square number ; 

therefore FG is incommensurable in length with GÆ. [x. 9] 
And both are rational ; 

therefore FG, GH are rational straight lines commensurable 

in square only ; 

therefore FH is an apotome. [x. 73] 


I say next that it is also a sixth apotome. 

For since, as Æ is to BC, so is the square on Æ to the 
square on FG, 
and, as BC is to CD, so is the square on FG to the square 
on GĦ, 
therefore, ex aegual, as E is to CD, so is the square on A to 
the square on GH. [v. 22] 


But Æ has not to C2 the ratio which a square number 
has to a square number ; 


therefore neither has the square on 4 to the square on GH 
the ratio which a square number has to a square number ; 


therefore A is incommensurable in length with GH; — [x 9] 


therefore neither of the straight lines 7G, GH is commen- 
surable in length with the rational straight line 4. 


Now let the square on Ķ be that by which the square on 
FG is greater than the square on GH. 

Since then, as BC is to CD, so is the square on FG to 
the square on GH, 
therefore, convertendo, as CB is to BD, so is the square on 
FG to the square on K. [v. 19, Por.] 


But CZ has not to BD the ratio which a square number 
has to a square number ; 
therefore neither has the square on FG to the square on K 
the ratio which a square number has to a square number ; 
therefore FG is incommensurable in length with X. [x. 9] 
And the square on FG is greater than the square on GH 
by the square on K ; 
therefore the square on FG is greater than the square on CY 


by the square on a straight line incommensurable in length 
with FG. 
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And neither of the straight lines FG, GH is commen- 
surable with the rational straight line 4 set out. 


Therefore FH is a sixth apotome. [x. Deff rr. 6] 
Therefore the sixth apotome FH has been found. 
Q. E. D. 


Let p be the given rational straight line. 

Take numbers 2, (7+), n which have not to one another the ratio of a 
square number to a square number, zz 4 being also chosen such that the 
ratio (m + 2):m is not that of square to square. 


Take x, y such that rnc ymp xoc ee exer (1), 
(mtn) ome x 198 os e Henne (2). 

Then shall (x — y) be a sixth agotome. 
For, by (1), x is rational and vp... eR (3). 
By (2), since x is rational, 

y is rational and o x... esses (4). 
Thus [(3), (4)] (x-y) is an apotome. 
Again, ex aequali, pin=pry, 


whence y v p. 
Thus x, y are both v p. 
Lastly, convertendo from (2), 
(m+n)i max: (x-y) 
whence Vx?—y? v x. 
Therefore (x — y) is a sixth apotome. 


From (x) and (2) we have 
E 
v 
J-p p? 


so that the sixth apotome may be written 


EE m 
P $ P P 


or, more simply, Jk. p— Jd. p. 
As explained in the note on x. 53, the sixth apofome is the lesser root of 
the equation 








x — 2 k. px + (&—X)p? =o. 


PROPOSITION 9r. 


Jf an area be contained by a rational straight [ine aud a 
first apotome, the “side” of the area is an apotome. 


_ For let the area 4B be contained by the rational straight 
line AC and the first apotome 4D; 


I say that the “side” of the area AB is an apotome. 
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For, since 4D is a first apotome, let DG be its annex; 
therefore 4G, GD are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only. [x- 73] 

And the whole AG is commensurable with the rational 
straight line ÆC set out, 
and the square on AG is greater than the square on GD 
by the square on a straight line commensurable in length 
with AG; [x. Def. um. 1] 
if therefore there be applied to 4G a parallelogram equal to 
the fourth part of the square on DG and deficient by a square 





figure, it divides it into commensurable parts. [x. 17] 
A D F.G 
fe 











Let DG be bisected at Æ, 


let there be applied to 4G a parallelogram equal to the square 
on ÆG and deficient by a square figure, 


and let it be the rectangle AF, FG; 
therefore AF is commensurable with FG. 


And through the points Z, Z, G let EZ, FI, GK be drawn 
parallel to AC. 


Now, since AF is commensurable in length with FG, 


therefore AG is also commensurable in length with each of 
the straight lines 4/7, FG. [x. 15] 


But 4G is commensurable with 4C; 


therefore each of the straight lines 47, FG is commensurable 
in length with AC. [x. 12] 
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And AC is rational ; 
therefore each of the straight lines AF, FG is also rational, 
so that each of the rectangles 447, FK is also rational. [x. 19] 
Now, since DZ is commensurable in length with EG, 
therefore DG is also commensurable in length with each of 
the straight lines DZ, EG. [x. 15] 
But DG is rational and incommensurable in length 
with AC; 
therefore each of the straight lines DZ, EG is also rational 
and incommensurable in length with 4C; [x. 13] 


therefore each of the rectangles DH, E K is medial. [x. 21] 


Now let the square ZLM be made equal to A/Z, and let 
there be subtracted the square MO having a common angle 
with it, the angle LPM, and equal to FK ; 
therefore the squares LM, WO are about the same diameter. 

[vr. 26] 

Let PR be their diameter, and let the figure be drawn. 

Since then the rectangle contained by 44 7, FG is equal to 
the square on ZG, 


therefore, as AF is to EG, so is EG to FG. [vr. 17] 
But, as AF is to EG, so is Al to EK, 
and, as ÆG is to FG, sois EK to KF; [vi 1] 


therefore E K is a mean proportional between 447, KF. [v. 11] 
But MN is also a mean proportional between LM, NO, 
as was before proved, [Lemma after x. 53] 
and 447 is equal to the square LM, and KF to NO; 
therefore MN is also equal to EK. 
But EK is equal to DH, and MN to LO; 
therefore DX is equal to the gnomon UV W and NO. 
But AX is also equal to the squares ZLM, NO ; ` 
therefore the remainder 4B is equal to ST. 
But ST is the square on LV; 
therefore the square on LW is equal to 4B; 
therefore LV is the “side” of AB. 
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I say next that ZV is an apotome. 
For, since each of the rectangles 747, FK is rational, 


and they are equal to LM, NO, 


therefore each of the squares LM, VO, that is, the squares on 
LP, PN respectively, is also rational ; 


therefore each of the straight lines LP, PN is also rational. 
Again, since DH is medial and is equal to ZO, 
therefore LO is also medial. 
Since then ZO is medial, 
while WO is rational, 
therefore ZO is incommensurable with VO. 
But, as LO is to VO, so is LP to PN; . [vi. 1] 
therefore LP is incommensurable in length with PW.  [x. 11] 
And both are rational ; 


therefore LP, PN are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only ; 


therefore LV is an apotome. [x. 73] 
And it is the “side” of the area 4A; 

therefore the “side” of the area AŻ is an apotome. 
Therefore etc. 
This proposition corresponds to X. 54, and the problem solved in it is to 


find and to classify the side of a square egual to the rectangle contained by a 
first apotome and p, or (algebraically) to find 


~o (Ep — hp A/ 1 — X). 


First find z, v from the equations 





ud U- 
DNE Te (1-2) } —— ose (1). 
If x, v represent the values so found, put 
x = pu 
s } on n (2), 
and (x — y) shall be the square root required. 
To prove this Euclid argues thus. 
By (1), u Mor X hep VI-X: 2, 
whence pu: ZPN I-A S hho Jri-M:po, 
or a: bhp? lt Xp 1 —XN iy. 
But [Lemma after x. 53] 
X*ixymdyi», 
so that xy = Rh? SION sss ret (3). 


H. E. IH. 13 
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"Therefore (x—yy 23 + yp? - oxy 
= p (u +v) — kp’ A1- Xt 
= Ap! ko Jt - X. 
Thus (a — y) is equal to /p (Ap — £p Jt — X). 


It has next to be proved that (x — y) is an apotome. 
From (x) it follows, by x. 17, that 





unv; 

thus z, v are both commensurable with (x +v) and therefore with p...... (4). 
Hence z, v are both rational, 

so that pz, pv are rational areas ; 

therefore, by (2), x?, 5? are rational and commensurable .................. (5), 

whence also x, y are rational straight lines ........... sess (6). 


Next, £p V1 — X is rational and v p; 
therefore L£p!4/1 —A? is a medial area. 
That is, by (3), xy is a medial area. 
But [(5)] »? is a rational area ; 
therefore Xy oJ, 
or : X y. 
But [(6)] x, y are both rational. 
Therefore x, y are rational and ~- ; 
so that (x — y) is an apotome. 
To find the form of (x — y) algebraically, we have, by solving (1), 
u=thp (1 +A), 
T= kp e -À) 


whence, from (2), x=p PY : (1 +A), 


k 
J-p VECES 
A. /& 
and x-y=p d Eo as ;0-M 


As explained in the note on X. 54, (x — y) is the lesser positive root of the 
biquadratic equation 





at akp. a +? Epi =o. 


PROPOSITION 92. 


If an avem be contained by a rational straight line and a 
second apotome, the “side” of the area ts a first apotome of a 
medial straight lene. 


For let the area 4B be contained by the rational straight 
line 4C and the second apotome 4D ; 
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I say that the “side” of the area 447 is a first apotome of a 
medial straight line. 








For let DG be the annex to AD; 
therefore 4G, GD are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only, [x. 73] 
and the annex JG is commensurable with the rational straight 
line AC set out, 
while the square on the whole 4G is greater than the square 
on the annex GD by the square on a straight line commen- 
surable in length with AG. [x. Def. n1. 2] 
Since then the square on AG is greater than the square 
on GD by the square on a straight line commensurable 
with AG, 
therefore, if there be applied to 4G a parallelogram equal to 
the fourth part of the square on GD and deficient by a square 
figure, it divides it into commensurable parts. [x. 17] 
Let then DG be bisected at Z, 
let there be applied to 4G a parallelogram equal to the square 
on ÆG and deficient by a square figure, 
and let it be the rectangle A47, FG; 
therefore AF is commensurable in length with FG. 
Therefore AG is also commensurable in length with each 
of the straight lines AF, FG. [x. 15] 
But AG is rational and incommensurable in length 
with AC; 


13—2 
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therefore each of the straight lines AF, FG is also rational 
and incommensurable in length with AC; [x. 13] 
therefore each of the rectangles 447, FK is medial. [x. 21] 
Again, since DZ is commensurable with EG, 
therefore DG is also commensurable with each of the straight 
lines DE, EG. (x. 15] 
But DG is commensurable in length with AC. 
Therefore each of the rectangles DH, E K is rational. 
[x. 19] 
Let then the square LM be constructed equal to AZ, 
and let there be subtracted VO equal to FK and being about 
the same angle with LM, namely the angle LP; 
therefore the squares LM, NO are about the same diameter. 
[vi. 26] 
Let PR be their diameter, and let the figure be drawn. 


Since then 447, FK are medial and are equal to the squares 
on LP, PN, 


the squares on LP, PN are also medial ; 


therefore LP, PN are also medial straight lines commen- 
surable in square only. 


And, since the rectangle 47, FG is equal to the square 
on EG, 


therefore, as AF is to EG, so is EG to FG, [vi. 17] 
while, as AF is to E G,.so is AT to EK, 
and, as EG is to FG, so is EK to FK; [vr 1] 


therefore EK is a mean proportional between 447, EK. (v. 11] 


But MN is also a mean proportional between the squares 
LM, NO, 


and A/.is equal to LM, and FK to NO; 
therefore MN is also equal to AK. 
But DH is equal to EK, and LO equal to UN; 


therefore the whole DX is equal to the gnomon UVW 
and VO. 


Since then the whole 4X is equal to LM, NO, 
and, in these, DX is equal to the gnomon UVW and NO, 
therefore the remainder A42 is equal to ZS. 
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But ZS is the square on LIV; 
therefore the square on L/W is equal to the area AB; 
therefore LN is the “side” of the area 4B. 


I say that ZA is a first apotome of a medial straight line. 
For, since EK is rational and is equal to LO, 


therefore LO, that is, the rectangle LP, PN, is rational. 

But VO was proved medial ; 
therefore LO is incommensurable with VO. 

But, as ZO is to VO, so is LP to PN; [vi. 1] 
therefore LP, PN are incommensurable in length. [x. x1] 


Therefore LP, PN are medial straight lines commen- 
surable in square only which contain a rational rectangle; 


therefore ZN is a first apotome of a medial straight line. 
[x- 74] 
And it is the “side” of the area 4B. 
Therefore the “side” of the area AZ is a first apotome 
of a medial straight line. 
Q. E. D. 


There is an evident flaw in the text in the place (Heiberg, p. 282, 
ll. 17—20: translation p. 196 above) where it is said that “since then 47, FK 
are medial and are equal to the squares on LP, PN, the squares on LP, PN 
are also medial; therefore LP, PN are also medial straight lines commensurable 
in square onty.” Itis not till the last lines of the proposition (Heiberg, p. 284, 
1l. 17, 18) that it is proved that ZP, PN are incommensurable in length. What 
should have been proved in the former passage is that the squares on LP, PN 
are commensurable, so that ZP, PN are commensurable in square (not 
commensurable in square ony). I have supplied the step in the note below: 
* Also x? ^ y’, since £^ 9." Theon seems to have observed the omission and 
to have put *and commensurable with one another" after * medial" in the 
passage quoted, though even this does not show w&y the squares on LP, PN 
are commensurable. One ms. (V) also has “only” (uóvov) erased after 
* commensurable in square.” 





This proposition amounts to finding and classifying 


Ve (jae): 


The method is that of the last proposition. Euclid solves, first, the 
equations 
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Then, using the values of z, v so found, he puts 





= pu 
gi íi S } Vo eed kext ati ae ae na des es (2), 
and (x — y) is the square root required. 
Ki 
That (5-9) - o (x) 
is proved in the same way as is the corresponding fact in X. 91. 
From (x) u: kp =4kkp:v, 
so that ` pu : $ kp = kp": pv. 
But ELY = LY: 7, 
whence, by (2), RP SER aca aha e Aden (3). 
Therefore (x — yy 2x3 -y-—2zxy 


=p (u t v) — Ap? 


kp ) 
= Se, È . 
P (+ za p 
Next, we have to prove that (x — y) is a frst apotome of a medial straight 
line. 
From (x) it follows, by x. 17, that 


D) ME (4) 
therefore u, v are both ^ (x + v). 


But [(x)] (x + v) is rational and v p; 


therefore z, v are both rational and v p. sss (5). 
Therefore pw, pv, or x, y, are both medial areas, and x, y are medial 

Straight Hoes: cH P (6). 
Also x? ^ y?, since 4 ^ v [(4)]..... eee (7)- 
Now xy, or $k, is a rational area ; 

therefore l Xy oy" 

and X vy. 


Hence [(6), (7), (3)] », » are medial straight lines commensurable in square 
only and containing a rational rectangle ; 


therefore (x — y) is a first apotome of a medial straight line. 
Algebraical solution of the equations gives 





I+A 
u-i————À 
2 STEN Ps 

1—-AÀ 
DEA 








m 2 ye UR J^ zs 
y=p S Ex 
As explained in the note on x. X this is the lesser positive root of the 
equation 


2kp — g X 
at — prd zo, 
Jx-À -X ep 
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PROPOSITION 93. 


Jf an area be contained by a rational straight line and a 
third apotome, the “side? of the area ts a second apotome of a 
medial straight line. 


For let the area 42 be contained by the rational straight 
line AC and the third apotome 42; 
I say that the “side” of the area AZ is a second apotome of 
a medial straight line. 

For let DG be the annex to 4D; 
therefore 4G, GD are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only, 
and neither of the straight lines 4G, GD is commensurable 
in length with the rational straight line AC set out, 
while the square on the whole AG is greater than the square 
on the annex DG by the square on a straight line commen- 
surable with AG. [x. Deff. rrr. 3] 








Since then the square on AG is greater than the square 
on GD by the square on a straight line commensurable 
with AG, 
therefore, if there be applied to 4G a parallelogram equal to 
the fourth part of the square on DG and deficient by a square 
figure, it will divide it into commensurable parts. [x. 17] 

Let then DG be bisected at Æ, 


let there be applied to AG a parallelogram equal to the 
square on ÆG and deficient by a square figure, 


and let it be the rectangle AF, FG. 
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Let ZH, FI, GK be drawn through the points E,FG 


parallel to AC. 
Therefore AF, FG are commensurable ; 


therefore AZ is also commensurable with FK. [vr 3, €. 31] 
And, since 4 F, FG are commensurable in length, 


therefore AG is also commensurable in length with each of 
the straight lines 47, FG. [x. 15] 


But AG is rational and incommensurable in length 
with AC; 
so that AF, FG are so also. [x. 13] 
Therefore each of the rectangles 447, FK is medial. [x. 21] 


Again, since DÆ is commensurable in length with EG, 


therefore DG is also commensurable in length with each of 
the straight lines DE, EG. [x. 15] 


But GD is rational and incommensurable in length 
with AC; 


therefore each of the straight lines DZ, EG is also rational 
and incommensurable in length with AC; [x. 13] 


therefore each of the rectangles DH, EX is medial [x 21] 
And, since 4G, GD are commensurable in square only, 
therefore 4G is incommensurable in length with GD. 


But AG is commensurable in length with AF, and DG 
with EG; 


therefore 4F is incommensurable in length with EG.  [x. 13] 
But, as AF is to EG, so is 47 to EX; (vi. x] 
therefore 4/ is incommensurable with EK. [x. 11] 


Now let the square LM be constructed equal to 247, 


and let there be subtracted VO equal to FK and being about 
the same angle with ZLM; 


therefore LM, NO are about the same diameter. [vi 26] 


Let PA be their diameter, and let the figure be drawn. 


Now, since the rectangle AF, FG is equal to the square 
on EG, 


therefore, as AF is to EG, so is EG to FG. [vi 17] 
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But, as AF is to EG, so is AZ to EK, S 
and, as EG is to FG, sois EK to FK; [vi re 
therefore also, as AJ is to EK, so is EK to FK ; [v. rr] 
therefore ÆK is a mean proportional between A/, FK. 

But MN is also a mean proportional between the squares 
LM, NO, 
and 447 is equal to LM, and FK to NO; 
therefore EK is also equal to MN. 

But MN is equal to LO, and EK equal to DH; 
therefore the whole DX is also equal to the gnomon UV W 
and VO. 

But AX is also equal to LM, NO; 
therefore the remainder AZ is equal to ST, that is, to the 
square on LIV; 
therefore LN is the “side” of the area 4B. 


i I say that ZN is a second apotome of a medial straight 
ine. 

For, since AJ, FK were proved medial, and are equal to the 
squares on LP, PN, ° 
therefore each of the squares on LP, PN is also medial ; 
therefore each of the straight lines LP, PN is medial. 

And, since A/ is commensurable with FK, [vr. z, x. 11] 
therefore the square on LP is also commensurable with the 
square on PN. 

Again, since 447 was proved incommensurable with EK, 
therefore LM is also incommensurable with MN, 
that is, the square on ZP with the rectangle LP, PN ; 
so that P is also incommensurable in length with PV; 

[vr. 1, x. 11] 
therefore LP, PN are medial straight lines commensurable in 
square only. 


I say next that they also contain a medial rectangle. 

For, since EK was proved medial, and is equal to the 
rectangle LP, PN, 
therefore the rectangle LP, PN is also medial, 
so that LP, PN are medial straight lines commensurable in 
square only which contain a medial rectangle. 


202 BOOK X [x. 93 


Therefore ZW is a second apotome of a medial straight 
line; [x. 75] 
and it is the “side” of the area 4B. 

Therefore the “side” of the area 42 is a second apotome 


of a medial straight line. 
Q. E. D. 


Here we are to find and classify the irrational straight line 
"PN RENTEN E —’). 
Following the same method, we put 


utrv=, Jk. 
ner i ) E (1) 


Next, x, v being found, let 





Jy = pu 
then (x— y) is the square root required and is a second apotome of a medial 
straight line. 
That (x — y) is the square root required and that x”, 5? are medial areas, so 
that x, y are medial straight lines, is proved exactly as in the last proposition. 
The rectangle xy, being equal to $ |/& . p? /1 — A’, is also medial. 


Now, from (1), by x. 17, u^, 
whence ud. 

But (u-- 9), or JE. p, v JE. p 1X 
therefore wut E. pv 1—X, 
and consequently pu o $ JE. p? x - X, 
or x? xy, 
whence X Jy. 

And, since x ^ 2, pit ^ pu, 
or x^g 


Thus x, y are medial straight lines commensurable in square only. 
And xy is a medial area. 

Therefore (x — y) is a second apotome of a medial straight line. 

Its actual form is found by solving equations (1), (2) 


b 


thus “u=h(J/k.p+rA k.p), 
v=} (k.p =À k. p); l 
and app af OEN E ay 


As explained in the note on x. 56, this is the lesser positive root of the 
equation 


xt 2 JE. pla? + Nk =o 
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PROPOSITION 94. 


If an area be contained by a rational straight line and a 
fourth apotome, the “side” of the area is minor. 

For let the area 4B be contained by the rational straight 
line AC and the fourth apotome 4D; 
I say that the “side” of the area 4B is minor. 

For let DG be the annex to AD; 
therefore 4G, GD are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only, 
AG is commensurable in length with the rational straight line 
AC set out, 
and the square on the whole AG is greater than the square 
on the annex DG by the square on a straight line incommen- 


surable in length with 4G, [x. Def. nr. 4] 
A D E F G 
G I K 








Since then the square on AG is greater than the square 
on GD by the square on a straight line incommensurable 
in length with AG, 
therefore, if there be applied to 4G a parallelogram equal to 
the fourth part of the square on DG and deficient by a square 
figure, it will divide it into incommensurable parts. (x. 18] 

Let then DG be bisected at Æ, 
let there be applied to 4G a parallelogram equal to the square 
on ÆG and deficient by a square figure, 
and let it be the rectangle 47, FG; 
therefore AF is incommensurable in length with FG. 
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Let EZ, FI, GK be drawn through Æ, F, G parallel to 
AC, BD. 


Since then AG is rational and commensurable in length 
with AC, 
therefore the whole 4X is rational. [x. 19] 
Again, since DG is incommensurable in length with AC, 
and both are rational, 
therefore DX is medial. [x. 21] 
Again, since AF is incommensurable in length with FG, 
therefore AJ is also incommensurable with FK. (vr 1, x. 11] 
Now let the square LM be constructed equal to 447, 
and let there be subtracted WO equal to FK and about the 
same angle, the angle LEM. 
Therefore the squares LM, NO are about the same 
diameter. i [vi. 26] 
Let PR be their diameter, and let the figure be drawn. 


Since then the rectangle 47, FG is equal to the square 
on EG, 
therefore, proportionally, as d/ is to EG, so is EG to FG. 


[vi. 17] 

But, as AF is to EG, so is AJ to EK, 
and, as EG is to FG, so is EK to FK; [vi x] 
therefore! ZK is a mean proportional between 247, FK. [v. 11] 

But MN is also a mean proportional between the squares 
LM, NO, 
and 447 is equal to LM, and FK to NO; 
therefore EK is also equal to MS. 

But DH is equal to EK, and ZO is equal to MAN ; 
therefore the whole DX is equal to the gnomon UVW 
and WO. 

Since, then, the whole AX is equal to the squares 
LM, NO, 
and, in these, DX is equal to the gnomon UVW and the 
square VO, 


therefore the remainder AB is equal to ST, that is, to the 
square on LV; 


therefore LN is the “side” of the area AZ. 
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I say that ZN is the irrational straight line called minor. 
For, since 4X is rational and is equal to the squares on 
LP, PN, 
therefore the sum of the squares on LP, PN is rational. 
Again, since DK is medial, 
and DK is equal to twice the rectangle LP, PN, 
therefore twice the rectangle LP, PN is medial. 
And, since AZ was proved incommensurable with FĶ, 


therefore the square on LP is also incommensurable with the 
square on PN. 


Therefore LP, PN are straight lines incommensurable in 
square which make the sum of the squares on them rational, 
but twice the rectangle contained by them medial. 

Therefore LV is the irrational straight line called minor; 





OL x ” [x. 76] 
and it is the “side” of the area AZ. 
Therefore the “side” of the area AZ is minor. 
Q. E. D. 
We have here to find and classify the straight line 
Rp 
ec ==.) , 
" ( P NIHA 
As usual, we find z, v from the equations 
u +v = kp 
3p" 23455 out se exe isle S ies marie (1), 
dm I+A | 
and then, giving x, v their values, we put 
x? = pu 
iu } AD HEP (2). 


Then (x — y) is the required square root. 
This is proved in the same way as before, and, as before, it is proved that 


ke? 
AETA 
Now, from (1), by X. 18, Ho; 
therefore pu v p, 
or ay 


so that x, y are incommensurable in square. 

And a? + ^, or p (u +v), is a rational area (&p?). 
kp? 
N. I+À 
Hence [x. 76] (x — y) is the irrational straight line called mizor. 





But 2xy = , which is a medial area. 
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whence re (i^ JE ots x 


As explained in the note on x. 57, this is the lesser positive root of the 
equation 


À 
xi 2 x Pip =o. 
xt — 2k sie ees Wal eas 


PROPOSITION 95. 


Lf an area be contained by a rational straight line and a 
fifth apotome, the “side” of the area is a straight line which 
produces with a rational area a medial whole. 


For let the area 4B be contained by the rational straight 
line AC and the fifth apotome 4D; 


I say that the “side” of the area 4A is a straight line which 
produces with a rational area a medial whole. 


For let DG be the annex to 4D; 


therefore 4G, GD are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only, 


A D E F G 


L N P 


the annex GD is commensurable in length with the rational 
straight line AC set out, 


and the square on the whole 4G is greater than the square 
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on the annex DG by the square on a straight line incommen- 

surable with 4G. [x. Def. 111. 5] 
Therefore, if there be applied to AG a parallelogram 

equal to the fourth part of the square on DG and deficient 

by a square figure, it will divide it into incommensurable 

parts. [x. 18] 
Let then DG be bisected at the point Æ, 

let there be applied to AG a parallelogram equal to the 

square on ÆG and deficient by a square figure, and let it be 

the rectangle AF, FG; 

therefore AF is incommensurable in length with FG. 


Now, since AG is incommensurable in length with C4, 
and both are rational, 
therefore 4X is medial. [x. 21] 
Again, since DG is rational and commensurable in length 
with AC, 
DK is rational. [x. 9] 
Now let the square LM be constructed equal to AZ, and 
let the square VO equal to FK and about the same angle, the 
angle LPM, be subtracted ; 


therefore the squares LM, VO are about the same diameter. 
[v. 26] 


Let PR be their diameter, and let the figure be drawn. 
Similarly then we can prove that Z/V is the “side” of the 
area AB, 


I say that LV is the straight line which produces with a 
rational area a medial whole. 

For, since 4K was proved medial and is equal to the 
squares on LP, PN, 


therefore the sum of the squares on LP, PV is medial. 


Again, since DX is rational and is equal to twice the 
rectangle LP, PN, 


the latter is itself also rational. 
And, since 4/ is incommensurable with FK, 


therefore the square on ZF is also incommensurable with the 
square on PN ; 


therefore LP, PN are straight lines incommensurable in 
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square which make the sum of the squares on them medial 
but twice the rectangle contained by them rational. 

Therefore the remainder ZA is the irrational straight line 
called that which produces with a rational area a medial 
whole ; [x- 77] 
and it is the “side” of the area 4D. 


Therefore the “side” of the area AZ is a straight line 


which produces with a rational area a medial whole. 
Q. E. D. 


Here the problem is to find and classify 


Vp (kp Vx +A — kp). 


u +u = kp NIFA 
uo = LE? } visus erede tes (1) 
and, z, v being found, we take 
x? = pu j (2) 
gis [ OE ee : 


Then (x — y) so found is our required square root. 
This fact is proved as before, and, as before, we see that 





As usual, we put 


ay = p. 
Now from (x), by x. 18, “wu 2, 
whence pu v pv, 
or PoP, 


and x, y are incommensurable in square. 


Next (a? + y?) =p (u + v) = Ap? 4/1 +A, which is a medial area. 

And 2xy = p°, which is a rational area. 

Hence (x — y) is the “side” of a medial, minus a rational, area. — [x. 71] 
Algebraical solution gives 


u- P TEX 4 JN), 


v= fe (V1 +X— JA), 


and therefore 


z-y=p we (ViFR+ JA) — p fies 


which is, as explained in the note to x. 58, the lesser positive root of the 
equation 
at — ake? s/t tA. 274+ Rpt =o. 
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PROPOSITION 96. 


. Jf an area be contained by a rational straight line and a 
sixth apotome, the “side” of the area ts a straight line which 
produces with a medial area a medial whole. 


For let the area 4B be contained by the rational straight 
line AC and the sixth apotome AD; 


I say that the “side” of the area 4B is a straight line which 
produces with a medial area a medial whole. 





For let DG be the annex to 4D; 


therefore 4G, GD are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only, 


neither of them is commensurable in length with the rational 
straight line AC set out, 


and the square on the whole AG is greater than the square 
on the annex DG by the square on a straight line incommen- 
surable in length with 4G. [x. Deff. n1. 6] 
Since then the square on AG is greater than the square 
on GD by the square on a straight line incommensurable in 
length with AG, ` 
therefore, if there be applied to 4G a parallelogram equal to 
the fourth part of the square on DG and deficient by a square 
figure, it will divide it into incommensurable parts. [x. 18] 
Let then DG be bisected at Æ, 
let there be applied to AG a parallelogram equal to the square 
H. E. UL 14 
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on ÆG and deficient by a square figure, and let it be the 
rectangle AF, FG; 
therefore AF is incommensurable in length with FG. 
But, as AF is to FG, so is A/ to FK; [vi .x] 
therefore AJ is incommensurable with FK. [x. 11] 
And, since AG, AC are rational straight lines commensur- 
able in square only, 
AK is medial. [x. 21] 
Again, since AC, DG are rational straight lines and 
incommensurable in length, l 
DK is also medial. [x. 21] 
Now, since AG, GD are commensurable in square only, 
therefore AG is incommensurable in length with GD. 
But, as AG is to GD, sois AK to KD; [vi. 1] 
therefore AX is incommensurable with AD. (x. 11] 


Now let the square LM be constructed equal to 447, 
and let VO equal to FK, and about the same angle, be 
subtracted ; 
therefore the squares LM, NO are about the same diameter. 
[vr. 26] 
Let PR be their diameter, and let the figure be drawn. 


Then in manner similar to the above we can prove that 
LN is the “side” of the area AB. 


I say that ZAV is a straight line which produces with a 
medial area a medial whole. 


For, since 4K was proved medial aiid is equal to the 
squares on LP, PN, 


therefore the sum of the squares on LP, P is medial. 


Again, since DX was proved medial and is equal to twice 
the rectangle LP, PN, 


twice the rectangle £P, PN is also medial. 
And, since AK was proved incommensurable with DK, 


‘the squares on LP, PN are also incommensurable with twice 
the rectangle LP, PN. 


And, since AJ is incommensurable with FK, 


therefore the square on P is also incommensurable with the 
square on PN ; 
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therefore LP, PN are straight lines incommensurable in 
square which make the sum of the squares on them medial, 
twice the rectangle contained by them medial, and further the 
squares on them incommensurable with twice the rectangle 
contained by them. 

Therefore LV is the irrational straight line called that 
which produces with a medial area a medial whole; [x. 78] 


and it is the “side” of the area 4B. 


Therefore the “side” of the area is a straight line which 
produces with a medial area a medial whole. 


Q. E. D. 
We have to find and classify 
Np GJ. p— JX. p). 
Put, as usual, J 
w+uv=,/k.p 
NIS } Tue Ee (1) 
and, v, v being thus found, let 
x? = pu 
Sap } n (2) 
Then, as before, (x — y) is the square root required. 
For, from (1), by x. 18, uU, 
whence pu v pU, 
or ee 


and x, y are incommensurable in square. 
Next, 3* +3? =p (u - v) 2 J/&. p°, which is a medial area. 
Also 2xy = JÀ . p", which is again a edial area. 
Lastly, J/&. p, ,/A.p are by hypothesis ~, so that 


J&.p e X. p, 
whence Jk. p o Jr. p?, 
or (33 4 y?) v 2xy. 


Thus (x — y) is the “side” of a medial, minus a medial, area [x. 78]. 
Algebraical solution gives 


u=? (JR V & — X), 


v5 (JE JE - X), 


whence — a-jy-p V i(Jk* J-N) - py A (JE — M E—À). 
This, as explained in the note on X. 59, is the lesser positive root of the 
equation 





xt—2 Jk. px? 4 (&— X) p! — o. 


14—2 
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PROPOSITION 97. 
The square on an apotome applied to a rational straight 
line produces as breadth a first apotome. 


Let AB be an apotome, and CD rational, 


and to CD let there be applied CE equal to the square on 
AB and producing CF as breadth ; 


I say that CF is a first apotome. 


es E 
C F N K M 
D E o H L 


For let BG be the annex to AB; 
therefore AG, GB are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only. [x. 73] 

To CD let there be applied CH equal to the square on 
AG, and KL equal to the square on BG. 

Therefore the whole CZ is equal to the squares on 4G, GB, 
and, in these, CZ is equal to the square on 42; 


therefore the remainder FZ is equal to twice the rectangle 

AG, GB. [n. 7] 
Let FM be bisected at the point JV, 

and let VO be drawn through V parallel to CD; 


therefore each of the rectangles FO, LN is equal to the 
rectangle AG, GB. 


Now, since the squares on 4G, CP are rational, 
and DM is equal to the squares on AG, GB, 
therefore DM is rational. 


And it has been applied to the rational straight line CD, 
producing CM as breadth ; 
therefore CM is rational and commensurable in length with 
CD. [x. 20] 
Again, since twice the rectangle 4G, GB is medial, and 
FL is equal to twice the rectangle AG, GB, 
therefore FL is medial. 
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And it is applied to the rational straight line CD, producing 
FM as breadth ; 


therefore FM is rational and incommensurable in length with 
[x. 22] 


And, since the squares on 4G, GB are rational, 
while twice the rectangle 4G, GB is medial, 


therefore the squares on AG, GB are incommensurable with 
twice the rectangle 4G, GB. 


And CZ is equal to the squares on 4G, GB, 
and FZ to twice the rectangle 4G, GB; 
therefore DM is incommensurable with FL. 
But, as DM is to FL, so is CM to FM; [vi. 1] 
therefore CM is incommensurable in length with F. (x. 11] 
And both are rational ; 


therefore CM, WF are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only ; 


therefore CF is an apotome. [x. 73] 


I say next that it is also a first apotome. 
For, since the rectangle 4G, GB is a mean proportional 
between the squares on 4G, GB, 


and CZ is equal to the square on AG, 
KL equal to the square on LG, 
and VZ equal to the rectangle 4G, GB, 
therefore WZ is also a mean proportional between CH, KZ ; 
therefore, as CH is to NL, so is NZ to KL. 
But, as CZ is to NL, so is CK to NM, 
and, as VZ is to KL, so is VM to KM ; [vi. x] 


therefore the rectangle CK, KM is equal to the square on 
NM (vi. 17], that is, to the fourth part of the square on ZM. 


And, since the square on 4G is commensurable with the 
square on GB, 


CH is also commensurable with KZ. 
But, as CZ is to KL, so is CK to KM; [vi 1] 
therefore CK is commensurable with KM. [x. 11] 
Since then CM, WF are two unequal straight lines, 
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and to CM there has been applied the rectangle CK, KM 
equal to the fourth part of the square on FM and deficient by 
a square figure, 

while CK is commensurable with KM, 


therefore the square on CM is greater than the square on MF 
by the square on a straight line commensurable in length 
with CM. [x. 17] 
And CM is commensurable in length with the rational 
straight line CD set out; 
therefore CF is a first apotome. (x. Def. ur. 1] 
"Therefore etc. 
Q. E. D. 
Here begins the hexad of propositions solving the problems which are the 
converse of those in the hexad just concluded. Props. 97 to 102 correspond 


of course to Props. 60 to 65 relating to the binomials etc. 
We have in x. 97 to prove that, (p — ,/&. p) being an afotome, 


(p c E. py 


is a first apotome, and we have to find it geometrically. 


Euclid's procedure may be represented thus. 
Take x, y, z such that 


cx -p 
gy = kp? Meth hh th (1) 
o.22=2,/k.p* 
= a 
Thus (x+y) age EUM ; 





and we have to prove that {x +y) — 22 is a frst apotome. 


(a) Now p? + ke, or o (x +y), is rational ; 


therefore (x + y) is rational and Ag ...... isses (2). 
And 2,/&. p°, or ø . 22, is medial: 
therefore 22 is rational and o e... Hn (3). 


But, o (x +y) being rational, and o . 2z medial, 
o(x+y)uo. 22, 
whence (x+y) 22. 
Therefore, since (x + y), 2z are both rational [(2), (3)], 
(x +y), 2z are rational and Acie iuc Sev cei entrer e D ad eg s (4). 
Hence (x +y) — 2z is an apotome. 
(B) Since J/£. p? is a mean proportional between p, Zp’, 
cz is a mean proportional between ox, oy [by (1)]. 


That is, 0X :02—902:90y, 
or X:2-2:), 
and xyez* or l(229 2l (5). 
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And, since p? ^ £p?, Tx cy, 
Or HIN ME TTE (6). 
Hence [(5), (6)], by x. 17, 
(x +9)? — (2j ^ (x +). 
And [(4)] (x +y), 22 are rational and ~, 
while [(2)] (x - y) ^ o; 
therefore (x + y) — 2z is a first aporozne. 
The actual value of (x y) - 22 is of course 


Pg +4) - a JH]. 


PROPOSITION 98. 


The square on a first apotome of a medial straight line 
applied to a rational straight line produces as breadth a second 
apotome. l 

Let AB bea first apotome of a medial straight line and 
CD a rational straight line, 
and to CD let there be applied CZ equal to the square on 
AB, producing CF as breadth ; 

I say that CF is a second apotome. 

For let BG be the annex to 4B; 

therefore 4G, GB are medial straight lines commensurable in 


square only which contain a rational rectangle. [x- 74] 
A B G 
c F N K M 
D E [S H | 


To CD let there be applied CH equal to the square on 
AG, producing CK as breadth, and XZ equal to the square 
on GB, producing KM as breadth ; 
therefore the whole CZ is equal to the squares on 4G, GB; 
therefore CZ is also medial. [x. 15 and 23, Por.] 

And it is applied to the rational straight line CD, pro- 
ducing CM as breadth ; 
therefore CM is rational and incommensurable in length with 


CD. [x. 22] 
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Now, since CZ is equal to the squares on AG, GB, 

and, in these, the square on AZ is equal to CZ, 

therefore the remainder, twice the rectangle 4G, GB, is equal 

to FL. [1- 7] 
But twice the rectangle AG, GZ is rational ; 

therefore EL is rational. 
And it is applied to the rational straight line ZZ, producing 

FM as breadth ; 

therefore FM is also rational and commensurable in length 

with CD. [x. 20] 
Now, since the sum of the squares on AG, GB, that is, 

CL, is medial, while twice the rectangle 4G, GB, that is, FL, 

is rational, 

therefore CZ is incommensurable with FZ. 
But, as CL is to FL, so is CM to FM ; [vr x] 

therefore CM is incommensurable in length with FA. [x. 11] 
And both are rational ; 

therefore CM, MF are rational straight lines commensurable 

‘in square only ; 

therefore CF is an apotome. [x. 73] 


I say next that it is also a second apotome. 
For let FM be bisected at JV, 
and let VO be drawn through N parallel to CD; 


therefore each of the rectangles FO, NZ is equal to the 
rectangle AG, GB. 


Now, since the rectangle dG, GB is a mean proportional 
between the squares on 4G, GP, 


and the square on AG is equal to CZ, 
the rectangle 4G, GB to NL, 
and the square on BG to KZ, 
therefore VL is also a mean proportional between CH, KZ; 
therefore, as CH is to VL, so is NL to KL. 

But, as CZ is to NL, so is CK to NM, 
and, as VZ is to KL, so is NM to MK; [vi. 1] 
therefore, as CK is to NM, so is NM to KM ; [v. 11] 
therefore the rectangle CX, KM is equal to the square on 
NM (vi. 17], that is, to the fourth part of the square on FM. 
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Since then CM, MF are two unequal straight lines, and 
the rectangle CK, KM equal to the fourth part of the square 
on MEF and deficient by a square figure has been applied to 
the greater, CM, and divides it into commensurable parts, 
therefore the square on CM is greater than the square on MEF 
by the square on a straight line commensurable in length with 

[x. 17] 

And the annex FM is commensurable in length with the 
rational straight line CD set out ; 
therefore CF is a second apotome. [x. Def. ur. 2] 


Therefore etc. 
Q. E. D. 


In this case we have to find and classify 


(p ~ kp)? 
g 
Take x, y, z such that 
ox= Bp 
Oy = Bip peeeeeeeseseemem (1). 
og. 22 = 2k? 


(a) Now Ep, Bp are medial areas ; 
therefore o (x +y) is medial, 
whence (x + y) is rational and o e... csse (2). 
But 2%p*, and therefore c . 22, is rational, 
whence 2z is rational and ^ Oo oo... cee sess saisntidutetsasines (3)- 
And, o (x + y) being medial, and c . 22 rational, 
o(x+y) uo. 22, 
or (x +y) v 2z. 
Hence (x + y), 22 are rational straight lines commensurable in square only, 
and therefore (x +y)-— 2z is an apotome. 
We prove, as before, that 
e ; EE A ELIE E wis (4). 
Also D ^ dip, Or ex ^ cy, 
so that Wo ECC OUR (5). 
[This step is omitted in P, and Heiberg accordingly brackets it. The 
result is, however, assumed.] 
Therefore [(4), (5)], by x. 17, 
Nx * yy — (az) ^ (x +9). 
And 22 ^ c. 
Therefore (x + y) — 22 is a second apotome. 


Obviously (x+y)—2¢= £ {JR (1 + 2) - 2%}. 
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PROPOSITION 99. 


The square on a second apotome of a medial straight line 
applied to a rational straight line produces as breadth a third 
apotome. 


Let AB be a second apotome of a medial straight line, 
and CD rational, 


and to CD let there be applied CE equal to the square on 
AB, producing CF as breadth ; 
I say that CZ is a third apotome. 


A B G 
C F N K M 
D E o H L 


For let BG be the annex to AB ; 


therefore 4G, GB are medial straight lines commensurable 

in square only which contain a medial rectangle. [x. 75] 
Let CH equal to the square on AG be applied to CD, 

producing CK as breadth, 

and let XZ equal to the square on ZG be applied to KA, 

producing XM as breadth ; 

therefore the whole CZ is equal to the squares on AG, GB; 

therefore CZ is also medial. [x. 15 and 23, Por.] 
And it is applied to the rational straight line CD, producing 

CM as breadth ; 

therefore CM is rational and incommensurable in length with 

CD. [x. 22] 
Now, since the whole CZ is equal to the squares on AG, 

GB, and, in these, CE is equal to the square on 47, 

therefore the remainder ZF is equal to twice the rectangle 

AG, GB. [n 7] 
Let then FM be bisected at the point JV, 

and let VO be dgawn parallel to CD; 


therefore each of the rectangles FO, VL is equal to the rect- 
angle 4G, GB. 
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But the rectangle 4G, GB is medial ; 
therefore EL is also medial. 


And it is applied to the rational straight line £7, producing 
FM as breadth ; 


therefore FM is also rational and incommensurable in length 
with CD. [x. 22] 
And, since 4G, GB are commensurable in square only, 
therefore AG is incommensurable in length with GB; 
therefore the square on AG is also incommensurable with the 


rectangle 4G, GB. (wis ay x. 11] 


But the squares on 4G, GB are commensurable with the 
square on AG, 


and twice the rectangle 4G, G7 with the rectangle 4G, GB; 
therefore the squares on 4G, GP are incommensurable with 
twice the rectangle AG, GB. [x. 13] 
But CZ is equal to the squares on 4G, GB, 
and FL is equal to twice the rectangle 4G, GB; 
therefore CZ is also incommensurable with AZ. 
But, as CZ is to FL, so is CM to EFM; [vr r] 
therefore CM is incommensurable in length with FAZ. [x. 11] 
And both are rational ; 


therefore CM, MF are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only ; 


therefore CF is an apotome. [x. 73] 


I say next that it is also a third apotome. 
For, since the square on AG is commensurable with the 
square on GB, 


therefore CH is also commensurable with KZ, 
so that CX is also commensurable with KM. [vr. z, x. 1x] 


And, since the rectangle 4G, GP is a mean proportional 
between the squares on AG, GB, 


and CH is equal to the square on AG, 

KL equal to the square on GB, 

and NZ equal to the rectangle 4G, GB, 

therefore VZ is also a mean proportional Bitween CH, KL; 


therefore, as CH is to NL, so is NL to KL. 
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But, as CZ is to NL, so is CK to NM, 
and, as WZ is to KL, so is NM to KM ; [vr. 1] 
therefore, as CK is to MN, so is MN to KM; [v. 11] 


therefore the rectangle CK, XM is equal to [the square on 
MN, that is, to] the fourth part of the square on FM. 


Since then CM, WF are two unequal straight lines, and 
a parallelogram equal to the fourth part of the square on FM 
and deficient by a square figure has been applied to CM, and 
divides it into commensurable parts, 
therefore the square on CM is greater than the square on 
MF by the square on a straight line commensurable with 
CM. [x. 17] 

And neither of the straight lines CM, MF is commensur- 
able in length with the rational straight line CD set out ; 
therefore C/ is a third apotome. [x. Deff. 111. 3] 

Therefore etc. 

Q. E. D. 


We have to find and classify 
I rd. p\? 
r (# - An) , 
c p: 


Take x, y, z such that 


(a) Then e (x 4 y) is a medial area, 

whence (x + y) is rational and GO oo. cece cece eeeaetaseceeeceeeseeeeueeenes (1). 
Also « . 2z is medial, 

whence 2z is rational and v € ........sssessssessessssseses eene (2). 


Again gy ep 
pz: 
whence AE p! o Jd. pl. 
$9 à 5 
And Jb. o (JE. ug), 
while AX. p^2JX.p; 
A 
theref pte) 2 
erefore å (ve p +e) 2 JA. p?, 


or c(xty)ec.s, 
and (cd yu EE edet RAE (3). 
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Thus [(1), (2), (3)] (x +7), 22 are rational and ~, 
so that (x + y) — 22 is an apotome. 
(B) ox ay, so that x ^ y. 
And, as before, xy =4(22). 
Therefore [x. 17] A (x - yf - (22 ^ (x +y). 
And neither (x +y) nor 2z is ^ a. 
Therefore (x + y) — 22 is a third apotome. 


It is of course equal to 
d +À a A}. 


PROPOSITION 100. 


The square on a minor straight line applied to a rational 
straight line produces as breadth a fourth apotome. 


Let AB be a minor and CD a rational straight line, and 
to the rational straight line CD let CE be applied equal to the 
square on AB and producing CF as breadth ; 


I say that CF is a fourth apotome. 





A B G 
C F N K M 
D E Oo H L 


For let ZG be the annex to AZ; 


therefore AG, ŒB are straight lines incommensurable in 
square which make the sum of the squares on 4G, GB 
rational, but twice the rectangle 4G, GB medial. [x. 76] 


To CD let there be applied CH equal to the square on 
AG and producing CX as breadth, 


and AZ equal to the square on BG, producing KM as breadth; 
therefore the whole CZ is equal to the squares on AG, G7. 

And the sum of the squares on AG, GB is rational ; 
therefore CZ is also rational. 


And it is applied to the rational straight line CD, producing 
CM as breadth ; 


therefore CM is also rational and commensurable in length 
with CD. [x. 20] 
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And, since the whole CZ is equal to the squares on AG, 
GB, and, in these, CE is equal to the square on AB, 
therefore the remainder FZ is equal to twice the rectangle 
AG, GB. [n 7] 

Let then FM be bisected at the point JV, 
and let NO be drawn through /V parallel to either of the 
straight lines CD, ML ; 
therefore each of the rectangles FO, NZ is equal to the rect- 
angle 4G, GB. 

And, since twice the rectangle 4G, GB is medial and is 
equal to FL, 
therefore FZ is also medial. 

And it is applied to the rational straight line ZZ, producing 
FM as breadth ; 


therefore FM is rational and incommensurable in length with 
[x. 22] 


And, since the sum of the squares on AG, GB is rational, 
while twice the rectangle 4G, GB is medial, 
the squares on AG, GP are incommensurable with twice the 
rectangle 4G, GB. 
But CZ is equal to the squares on AG, GB, 
and FZ equal to twice the rectangle 4G, GB; 
therefore CZ is incommensurable with FZ. 
But, as CZ is to FL, so is CM to MF; [vr. x] 
therefore CM is incommensurable in length with MF. [x. 11] 
And both are rational ; 
therefore CM, MF are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only ; 
therefore CF is an apotome. [x. 73] 


I say that it is also a fourth apotome. 
For, since 4G, GB are incommensurable in square, 


therefore the square on AG is also incommensurable with the 
square on GB. 


And CZ is equal to the square on AG, 
and KZ equal to the square on GB; 
therefore CH is incommensurable with KZ. 
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But, as CH is to KL, so is CK to KM; [vi. 1] 
therefore CK is incommensurable in length with A7. [x. 11] 


And, since the rectangle 4G, GB is a mean proportional 
between the squares on 4G, GB, 


and the square on AG is equal to CH, 
the square on GB to KL, 
and the rectangle 4G, GB to VL, 
therefore VZ is a mean proportional between CZ KZ ; 
therefore, as CH is to NL, so is VL to KL. 
But, as CZ is to NL, so is CK to NM, 
and, as NZ is to KL, so is NM to KM ; [vr. 1] 
therefore, as CK is to MN, so is MN to KM; [v. x1] 


therefore the rectangle CK, KM is equal to the square on 
MN [vi. 17), that is, to the fourth part of the square on FM. 

Since then CM, MF are two unequal straight lines, and 
the rectangle CK, KM equal to the fourth part “of the square 
on MEF and deficient by a square figure has been applied to 
CM and divides it into incommensurable parts, 


therefore the square on CM is greater than the square on 
MMF by the square on a straight line incommensurable with 


CM. [x. 18] 


And the whole CM is commensurable in length with the 
rational straight line CD set out ; 


therefore CF is a fourth apotome. [x. Deff. ur. 4] 
Therefore etc. 
Q- E. D. 


We have to find and classify 


v^ "AREE - Seal qum Asl |- 


We will call this, for brevity, 





= (u — oy. 


gx =? 
gy —7 ; 
c.22—2ut 


where it has to be remembered that x°, a° are incommensurable, (2? + 2?) is 
rational, and 27v medial. 


Take x, y, 2 such that 
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It follows that c (x + y) is rational and o . 2z medial, 


so that (x + y) is rational and ^ o....... sss Hem (1), 
while 2z is rational and v & arre sss eMe (2), 
and a(x +y) oT. 2%, 

so that EEE EE MEE costae (3). 


Thus [(1), (2), (3)] (x »), 22 are rational and ~, 
so that (x +)— 2z is an agotome. 
Next, since w o, 


or X oy. 
And it is proved, as usual, that 
xy=2 = } (227. 
Therefore [x. 18] Al (x +3)? — (22) o (x y). 
But (xy) ^ c, 
therefore x +y — 22 is a fourth apotome. 


2 
Its value is of course P (s ~ +) s; 
co 14 E 


PROPOSITION IOI. 


The square on the straight line which produces with a 
rational area a medial whole, if applied to a rational straight 
line, produces as breadth a fifth apotome. 


Let AB be the straight line which produces with a 
rational area a medial whole, and CD a rational straight line, 
and to CD let CZ be applied equal to the square on 4B and 
producing CF as breadth ; 


I say that CF is a fifth apotome. 


A — B. G 
Cc F N K M 
D E o H L 


For let BG be the annex to AB; 


‘therefore AG, GB are straight lines incommensurable in 
square which make the sum of the squares on them medial 
but twice the rectangle contained by them rational. [x. 77] 

To C2 let there be applied CH equal to the square on 
AG, and AL equal to the square on GA; 


therefore the whole CZ is equal to the squares on AG, GB. 
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But the sum of the squares on AG, GP together is 
medial ; 


therefore CZ is medial. 
And it is applied to the rational straight line CD, producing 
CM as breadth ; 
therefore CM is rational and incommensurable with CD. [x. 22] 
And, since the whole CZ is equal to the squares on 4G, GB, 
and, in these, CZ is equal to the square on AB, 


therefore the remainder FZ is equal to twice the rectangle 
AG, GB. [u 7] 


Let then FM be bisected at JV, 


and through MV let VO be drawn parallel to either of the 
.straight lines CD, ML; 


therefore each of the rectangles FO, NZ is equal to the rect- 
angle 4G, GB. 


And, since twice the rectangle 4G, GB is rational and 
equal to FZ, 


therefore EZ is rational. 


And it is applied to the rational straight line EF, producing 
FM as breadth ; 


therefore FM is rational and commensurable in length with 
CD. [x. 20] 


Now, since CZ is medial, and EZ rational, 
therefore CL is incommensurable with FZ. 
But, as CZ is to FL, so is CM to MF; {vi x] 
therefore CM is incommensurable in length with MF. [x. 11] 
And both are rational ; 


therefore CM, MF are rational serait lines commensurable 
in square only ; 


therefore CF is an apotome. [x. 73] 


I say next that it is also a fifth apotome. 

For we can prove similarly that the rectangle CK, KM 
is equal to the square on VM, that is, to the fourth part of the 
square on FM. 

And, since the square on AG is incommensurable with the 
square on GB, 


H. E. HII. I5 
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while the square on AG is equal to CH, 
and the square on GJ to KL, 
therefore CH is incommensurable with KZ. 
But, às CA is to KZ, so is CK to KM ; [vi. 1] 
therefore CK is incommensurable in length with KM. [x. 11] 
Since then CM, M F are two unequal straight lines, 
and a parallelogram equal to the fourth part of the square 
on FM and deficient by a square figure has been applied to 
. CM, and divides it into incommensurable parts, 
therefore the square on CM is greater than the square on 
ME by the square on a straight line incommensurable with 
CAM. [x. 18] 
And the annex FM is commensurable with the rational 
straight line C2 set out ; 


therefore CF is a fifth apotome. (x. Deff. mn. 5] 
Q. E. D. 
We have to find and classify 
E bM "raw +h SEEN LEE 8. 
VERS a 48) 2 (1 +R) 

Call this > (u — «YF, and take x, y, z such that 
ox =u 
oy=0° ! 

Co. 23 = 24V 


In this case x, 7? are incommensurable, (z? + 2?) is a medial area and 22 
a rational area. 
Since o (x + y) is medial and o . 2z rational, 
(x+y) is rational and v o, 
22 is rational and ^ o, 
while (xy) o 22. 
It follows that (x +y), 2z are rational and ~, 
so that (x + y) — zz is an apotome. 


Again, as before, xy -—- 25 -1(esy, 

and, since 2? v 2, ox v c), 

Or X Jy. 
Hence [x. 18] Al (x +9)? — (225 v (x y). 
And 22 ^ c. 


Therefore (x + y) — 22 is a fifth apotome. 
It is of course equal to 





Cidade 
o Ar I+ hk ` 
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PROPOSITION 102. 


The square om the straight line which produces with a 
medial area a medial whole, tf applied to a rational straight 
line, produces as breadth a sixth apotome. 


Let ABZ be the straight line which produces with a medial 
area a medial whole, and C2 a rational straight line, 


and to CD let CE be applied equal to the square on AZ and 
producing CF as breadth; 


I say that CF is a sixth apotome. 





A B G 
C F N K M 
D E [9 H L 


For let BG be the annex to AZ ; 


therefore AG, GB are straight lines incommensurable in 
square which make the sum of the squares on them medial, 
twice the rectangle AG, G& medial, and the squares on AG, 
GB incommensurable with twice the rectangle 4G, GB. [x. 78] 


Now to CD let there be applied CH equal to the square 
on AG and producing CK as breadth, 


and KZ equal to the square on BG ; 
therefore the whole CZ is equal to the squares on 4G, G 5; 
therefore CZ is also medial. 


And it is applied to the rational straight line CD, produc- 
ing CM as breadth ; 


therefore CM is rational and incommensurable in length 


with CD. [x. 22] 
Since now CZ is equal to the squares on 4G, GB, 
and, in these, CZ is equal to the square on AB, 


therefore the remainder FZ is equal to twice the rectangle 
AG, GB. [1. 7] 


And twice the rectangle 4G, G2 is medial ; 
therefore FZ is also medial. 


15—2 
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And it is applied to the rational straight line FE, pro- 
ducing FM as breadth ; 


therefore FM is rational and incommensurable in length 
with CD. 7 [x. 22] 


And, since the squares on 4G, GB are incommensurable 
with twice the rectangle AG, GB, 


and CZ is equal to the squares on AG, GB, 
and FZ equal to twice the rectangle AG, GB, 
therefore CZ is incommensurable with FZ. 
But, as CZ is to FL, so is CM to MF; [vi. 1] 
therefore CM is incommensurable in length with MF. [x..11] 
And both are rational. 


Therefore CM, MF are rational straight lines commen- 
surable in square only; 


therefore CF is an apotome. (x. 73] 


I say next that it is also a sixth apotome. 
For, since PL is equal to twice the rectangle AG, GB, 
let FM be bisected at JV, 


and let VO be drawn through JV parallel to CD; 


therefore each of the rectangles FO, WZ is equal to the rect- 
angle 4G, GB. 


And, since 4G, GP are incommensurable in square, 
therefore the square on AG is incommensurable with the 


square on GB. 
But CH is equal to the square on AG, 
and KZ is equal to the square on GB; 
therefore CH is incommensurable with KZ. 
But, as CH is to KL, so is CK to KW; [vi. x] 
therefore CK is incommensurable with KM. [x. 11] 


And, since the rectangle 4G, GB is a mean proportional 
between the squares on AG, GB, 


and CZ is equal to the square on AG, 

KL equal to the square on GB, 

and VL equal to the rectangle AG, GB, 

therefore MZ is also a mean proportional between CZ, KL ; 
therefore, as CH is to NL, so is NZ to KL. 
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And for the same reason as before the square on CM is 
greater than the square on MEF by the square on a straight 
line incommensurable with CM. [x. 18] 

And neither of them is commensurable with the rational 
straight line CD set out ; 
therefore CF is a sixth apotome. [x. Deff. 111. 6] 


Q. E. D. 
We have to find and classify 


a ee 
J1 4 E =a} 


Call this : (z — v), and put 





ox = uU, 
cy- 
O. 23 = 2U. 
Here £^, ?? are incommensurable, 
(22 +"), 2uv are both medial areas, 
and (+P) o zuv. 
Since c (x * y), c. 2g are medial and incommensurable, 
(x + y) is rational and v c, 
22 is rational and v c, 
and (x+y) v 2z. 
Hence (x+y), 2z are rational and ~, 
so that (x+y) — 2z is an apotome. 
Again, since 22, Z^, or ox, oy, are incommensurable, 
X v y. 
And, as before, xy — 2 = } (227. 
Therefore [x. 18] V(x +9) — (22)! o (a y). 
And neither (x +y) nor 22 is^ 2; 
therefore (x + y) — 22 is a sixth apotome. 


. 2 X 
It is of course P ( A— d : 
9. v Jr E 





PROPOSITION 103. 

A straight line commensurable in length with an apotome 
ts an apotome and the same in order. 

Let ABZ be an apotome, 
and let CD be commensurable in A BE 
length with 42 ; 
I say that CD is also an apotome and 
the same in order with 42, 
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For, since 4B is an apotome, let BZ be the annex to it; 
therefore AE, EB are rational straight lines commensurable 


in square only. [x. 73] 

Let it be contrived that the ratio of BZ to DF is the same 
as the ratio of 4B to CD; (vr. 12] 
therefore also, as one is to one, so are all to all; [v. 12] 


therefore also, as the whole A4 E is to the whole C7, so is AB 
to CD. 

But AZ is commensurable in length with CD. 

Therefore 4E is also commensurable with CF, and BE 
with DF. [x. 11] 


And AE, EP are rational straight lines commensurable in 
square only ; 
therefore CF, FD are also rational straight lines commensur- 
able in square only. [x. 13) 


Now since, as AE is to CF, so is BE to DF, 
alternately therefore, as AZ is to EZ, so is CF to FD. (v. 16] 


And the square on AZ is greater than the square on £7 
either by the square on a straight line commensurable with 
AE or by the square on a straight line incommensurable 
with it. 

If then the square on AF is greater than the square on 
EB by the square on a straight line commensurable with 44 Z, 
the square on CF will also be greater than the square on FD 
by the square on a straight line commensurable with CF. 

[x. 14] 

And, if AE is commensurable in length with the rational 

straight line set out, 


CF is so also, [x. 12] 
if BZ, then DF also, [zd] 
and, if neither of the straight lines 42, EP, then neither of 
the straight lines CF, FD. [x. 13] 


But, if the square on 4Z is greater than the square on EB 

by the square on a straight line incommensurable with 44 Z, 
the square on CF will also be greater than the square on FD 
by the square on a straight line incommensurable with CF. 
` [x. x4] 
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And, if AE is commensurable in length with the rational 
straight line set out, 


CF is so also, 


if BZ, then DF also, [x. 12] 
and, if neither of the straight lines AZ, E, then neither of 
the straight lines CF, FD. [x. 13] 


Therefore CD is an apotome and the same in order 
with AB. 
Q. E. D. 
This and the following propositions to 107 inclusive (like the correspond- 


ing theorems X. 66 to 7o) are easy and require no elucidation. They are 
equivalent to saying that, if in any of the preceding irrational straight lines 


m. : oad Wi ; : 
nes substituted for p, the resulting irrational is of the same kind and order 


as that from which it is altered. 


PROPOSITION 104. 


A straight line commensurable with an apotome of a 
medial straight line zs an apotome of a medial strazght line 
and the same m order. 

Let AZ be an apotome of a medial straight line, 
and let CD be commensurable in 
length with 4B; A B E 
I say that CD is also an apotome ofa © D F 
medial straight line and the same in 
order with AZ. 

For, since AŻ is an apotome of a medial straight line, let 
EB be the annex to it. 

Therefore AZ, EZ are medial straight lines commensur- 





able in square only. [x. 74, 75] 
Let it be contrived that, as APB is to CD, so is BE to DF; 

[vi. 12] 

therefore AF is also commensurable with CF, and BE 
with DF: [v. 12, x. rr] 


But AE, EB are medial straight lines commensurable in 
square only ; 


therefore CF, FD are also medial straight lines [x. 23] com- 
mensurable in square only ; [x. 13] 


therefore CD is an apotome of a medial straight line. [x. 74, 75] 
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I say next that it is also the same in order with AZ. 
Since, as AZ is to EP, so is CF to FD, 
therefore also, as the square on AZ is to the rectangle AZ, 
EB, so is the square on CF to the rectangle CF, FD. 
But the square on AZ is commensurable with the square 
on CF; 
therefore the rectangle AZ, E is also commensurable with 


the rectangle CF, FD. [v. 16, x. 11] 
Therefore, if the rectangle 4 E, E is rational, the rect- 
angle CF, FD will also be rational, [x. Def. 4] 
and if the rectangle AZ, EP is medial, the rectangle CF, FD 
is also medial. [x. 23, Por.] 
Therefore CD is an apotome of a medial straight line and 
the same in order with AZ. [X. 74, 75] 
Q. E. D. 


PROPOSITION 105. 
A straight line commensurable with a minor straight line 
zs minor. 
Let AB be a minor straight line, and CD commensurable 
with AB; 
I say that CD is also minor. 





Let the same construction be made — 
as before ; oi V 
then, since AE, ED are incommensur- 
able in square, [x. 76] 


therefore CF, FD are also incommensurable in square. (x. 13] 
Now since, as JA E is to EB, so is CF to FD, [v. xa, v. 16] 
therefore also, as the square on Æ is to the square on ÆÐ, 
so is the square on CF to the square on FD. [vi. 22] 
Therefore, componendo, as the squares on AL, E B are to 
the square on ÆJ, so are the squares on CF, FD to the 
square on FD. [v. 18] 
But the square on BZ is commensurable with the square 
on DF; 
therefore the sum of the squares on 4 E, E Z is also commen- 
surable with the sum of the squares on CF, FD.  [v. 16, x. 11] 
But the sum of the squares on 44, EB is rational; [x. 76] 
therefore the sum of the squares on CZ, FD is also rational. 
[x. Def. 4] 
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Again, since, as the square on £ Æ is to the rectangle AZ, 
EB, so is the square on CF to the rectangle CF, FD, 
while the square on 44 is commensurable with the square 
on CF, 
therefore the rectangle AZ, EP is also commensurable with 
the rectangle CF, FD. 

But the rectangle AZ, EP is medial ; [x. 76] 
therefore the rectangle CF, FD is also medial ; [x. 23, Por.] 
therefore CF, FD are straight lines incommensurable in square 
which make the sum of the squares on them rational, but the 
rectangle contained by them medial. 

Therefore CD is minor. [x. 76] 

Q. E. D. 


PROPOSITION 106. 


A straight line commensurable with that which produces 
with a rational area a medial whole is a straight line which 
produces with a rational area a medial whole. 

Let AB be a straight line which produces with a rational 
area a medial whole, 
and CD commensurable with 4B; A B E 
I say that CD is also a straight line 
which produces with a rational area a 
medial whole. 

For let BE be the annex to AZ ; 
therefore AZ, EP are straight lines incommensurable in 
square which make the sum of the squares on AF, EB 
medial, but the rectangle contained by them rational  [x. 77] 

Let the same construction be made. 

Then we can prove, in manner similar to the foregoing, 
that CF, FD are in the same ratio as AE, EÐ, 
the sum of the squares on 44, EZ is commensurable with 
the sum of the squares on CF, FD, 
and the rectangle AZ, EZ with the rectangle CZ, FD ; 
so that CF, FD are also straight lines incommensurable in 
square which make the sum of the squares on CA, FD medial, 
but the rectangle contained by them rational. 


c D F 
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Therefore CD is a straight line which produces with a 
rational area a medial whole. [x. 77] 
Q. E. D. 


PROPOSITION 107. 


A straight line commensurable with that which produces 
with a medial area a medial whole 2s ttself also a straight line 
which produces with a medial area a medial whole, 


Let AB be a straight line which produces with a medial 
area a medial whole, 
and let CD be commensurable with 4A; 
I say that CD is also a straight line g S 2 
which produces with a medial area a ——————— 
medial whole. 


For let BE be the annex to AB, 
and let the same construction be made; 





therefore AZ, EP are straight lines incommensurable in 
square which make the sum of the squares on them medial, 
the rectangle contained by them medial, and further the sum 
of the squares on them incommensurable with the rectangle 
contained by them. (x. 78] 


Now, as was proved, AZ, ÆB are commensurable with 
CF, FD, 
the sum of the squares on AZ, EP with the sum of the 
squares on CA, FD, 


and the rectangle AZ, EB with the rectangle CF, FD; 


therefore CF, FD are also straight lines incommensurable in 
square which make the sum of the squares on them medial, 
the rectangle contained by them medial, and further the sum 
of the squares on them incommensurable with the rectangle 
contained by them. 


Therefore CD is a straight line which produces with a 
medial area a medial whole. [x. 78] 
Q. E. D. 
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PROPOSITION 108. 


Lf from a rational area a medial area be subtracted, the 
“side” of the remaining area becomes one of two irratzonal 
straight lines, either an apotome or a minor straight line. 


For from the rational area BC let the medial area BD be 
subtracted ; 
I say that the “side” of the A E B 
remainder ÆC becomes one 
of two irrational straight lines, 
either an apotome or a minor 
straight line. 


For let a rational straight c D 
line FG be set out, r $ 
to FG let there be applied the EMEN ME 
rectangular parallelogram GĦ + K F 
equal to BC, 


and let GK equal to DZ be subtracted ; 
therefore the remainder ÆC is equal to LÆ. 
Since then AC is rational, and BD medial, 
while BC is equal to GH, and BD to CK, 
therefore G 77 is rational, and GK medial. 
And they are applied to the rational straight line FG; 
therefore FH is rational and commensurable in length with 


FG, [x. 20] 
while FK is rational and incommensurable in length with 7G; 
[x. 22] 


therefore FH is incommensurable in length with FÆ. {x. 13] 
Therefore FH, FK are rational straight lines commen- 
surable in square only ; ; 
therefore KH is an apotome [x. 73], and AF the annex to it. 
Now the square on //F is greater than the square on FK 
by the square on a straight line either commensurable with 
HF or not commensurable. 
First, let the square on it be greater by the square on a 
straight line commensurable with it. 
Now the whole A/F is commensurable in length with the 
rational straight line FG set out ; 
therefore KH is a first apotome. [x. Def. m. 1] 
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But the “side” of the rectangle contairied by a rational 
straight line and a first apotome is an apotome. (x. ox] 
Therefore the “side” of ZF, that is, of EC, is an apotome. 
But, if the square on /Z is greater than the square on 
FK by the square on a straight line incommensurable 
with ZZ, 
while the whole FÆ is commensurable in length with the 
rational straight line FG set out, 


KH is a fourth apotome. [x. Def. ur. 4] 

But the “side” of the rectangle contained by a rational 

straight line and a fourth apotome is minor. [x. 94] 
Q. E. D. 


A rational area being of the form $p, and a medial area of the form 
JA. p the problem is to classify 


NRE — Jd. p? 
according to the different possible relations between 4, A 
Suppose that cu = kp, 
a9 — À. p. 


Since ez is rational and ov medial, 
4 is rational and ^ c, 
while v is rational and v o. 
Therefore wud; 
thus z, v are rational and ~, 
whence (2 — v) is an apotome. 
The possibilities are now as follows. 
(1) VEEP a u, 
(2) NEZ v u. 
In both cases z ^ c, 
so that (u — v) is either (1) a first apotome, 
or (2) a fourth apotome. 
In case (1) Je (u — 2) is an apotome [x. 91], 
but in case (2) Vo (u — v) is a minor irrational straight line [x. 94]. 


PROPOSITION 109. 


Jf from a medial area a rational area be subtracted, there 
arise two other irrational straight lines, either a first apotome 
of a medial straight line or a straight line which produces with 
a rational area a medial whole. 


For from the medial area BC let the rational area BD be 
subtracted. 
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I say that the “side” of the remainder ÆC becomes one 
of two irrational straight lines, either a first apotome of a 
medial straight line or a straight line which produces with a 
rational area a medial whole. 


F K H 








GL 

For let a rational straight line FG be set out, 
and let the areas be similarly applied. 

It follows then that FÆ is rational and incommensurable 
in length with FG, 
while A is rational and commensurable in length with FG; 
therefore FH, FK are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only ; [x. 13] 
therefore AH is an apotome, and FK the annex to it. [x. 73] 

Now the square on ZZF is greater than the square on FK 
either by the square on a straight line commensurable with 
HF or by the square on a straight line incommensurable 
with it. 

If then the square on /Z7 is greater than the square on 
FK by the square on a straight line commensurable with ZZF, 


while the annex FĶ is commensurable in length with the 
rational straight line FG set out, 


KH is a second apotome. [x. Def. uz. 2] 
But FG is rational ; 

so that the “side” of LH, that is, of EC, is a first apotome of 

a medial straight line. (x. 92] 
But, if the square on A/F is greater than the square on 

FK by the square on a straight line incommensurable with HF, 

while the annex FK is commensurable in length with the 

rational straight line FG set out, 


KH is a fifth apotome ; [x. Deff. ur. 5] 
so that the “side” of EC is a straight line which produces 
with a rational area a medial whole. [x. 95] 


Q. E. D. 
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In this case we have to classify 


~ Jk. p? — Ap’. 
Suppose that eu = R. p, 
ov = Ag". 


Thus, ow being medial and cv rational, 
u is rational and v c, 
while v is rational and ^ c. 
Thus, as before, x, v are rational and ~, 
so that (x — v) is an apotome. 
Now either 
(1) VÈI ^, 
or (2) VÈ- vu, 
while in both cases v is commensurable with c. 
Therefore (w — v) is either (1) a second apotome, 
or (2) a fifth apotome, 


and hence in case (1) Vo (x — v) is the first apotome of a medial straight line, 


[x. 92] 
and in case (2) Vo (x — v) is the “side” of a medial, minus a rational, area. 
[x. 95] 


PROPOSITION 110. 


Jf from a medial arem there be subtracted a medial area 
incommensurable with the whole, the two remaining zrrationad 
straight lines arise, either a second apotome of a medial straight 
line or a straight line which produces with a medial area a 
medial whole. 


For, as in the foregoing figures, let there be subtracted 
from the medial area BC the medial area LD incommensur- 
able with the whole ; 


F K_H 








G L 


I say that the “side” of ÆC is one of two irrational straight 
lines, either a second apotome of a medial straight line or a 
straight line which produces with a medial area a medial whole. 
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For, since each of the rectangles BC, BD is medial, 
and AC is incommensurable with 4D, 
it follows that each of the straight lines FH, FK will be 
rational and incommensurable in length with FG. [x. 22] 
And, since BC is incommensurable with BD, 
that is, GH with GK, 
HF is also incommensurable with FK ; [vi. 1, x. 11] 
therefore FH, FK are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only ; 
therefore KH is an apotome. [x 73] 


If then the square on FH is greater than the square on 
FK by the square on a straight line commensurable with EZ, 


while neither of the straight lines FH, FK is commensurable 
in length with the rational straight line FG set out, 
KH is a third apotome. [x. Def. m1. 3] 

But AZ is rational, 
and the rectangle contained by a rational straight line and a 
third apotome is irrational, 
and the “side” of it is irrational, and is called a second 
apotome of a medial straight line ; (x. 93] 
so that the “side” of LA, that is, of EC, is a second apotome 
of a medial straight line. 

But, if the square on FÆ is greater than the square on 
FK by the square on a straight line incommensurable with 777, 
while neither of the straight lines 77, FK is commensurable 
in length with FG, 

KH is a sixth apotome. [x. Deff. 11. 6] 


But the “side” of the rectangle contained by a rational 
straight line and a sixth apotome is a straight line which 
produces with a medial area a medial whole. [x- 96] 

Therefore the “side” of LH, that is, of EC, is a straight 
line which produces with a medial area a medial whole. 


Q. E. D. 
We have to classify A JE. p — JA. ph 
where J£. p! is incommensurable with |/A . p°. 
Put cu = fk. P, 


ov= JA. p 
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Then z is rational and v o, 
v is rational and v a, 
and uv 
Therefore u, v are rational and ~, 
so that (x — v) is an apotome. 
Now either 
(1) VETE au, 
or (2) v-t .u, 
while in both cases both z and v are v c. 
In case (x) (x —v) is a third apotome, 
and in case (2) (u — v) is a sixth apotome, 





so that Vo (4 — v) is either (1) a second apotome of a medial straight line [x. 93], 
or (2) a “side” of the difference between two medial areas [x. 96]. 


PROPOSITION III. 
The apotome ts not the same with the binomial straight line. 


Let AB be an apotome ; 


I say that 4Z is not the same with the 
binomial straight line. 

For, if possible, let it be so; D G E F 
let a rational straight line DC be set out, 
and to CD let there be applied the 


rectangle CZ equal to the square on 
AB and producing DE as breadth. 


Then, since 4Z is an apotome, 
DE is a first apotome. [x. 97] 
Let ZF be the annex to it; g 


therefore DF, FE are rational straight 
lines commensurable in square only, 


the square on DF is greater than the square on FE by the 
square on a straight line commensurable with DF, 


and DF is commensurable in length with the rational straight 








line DC set out. [x. Def. nr. 1] 
Again, since AZ is binomial, 
therefore DÆ is a first binomial straight line. [x. 60] 


Let it be divided into its terms at G, 
and let DG be the greater term ; 


therefore DG, GE are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only, 
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the square on DG is greater than the square on GZ by the 
square on a straight line commensurable with DG, and the 
greater term DG is commensurable in length with the rational 
straight line DC set out. [x. Defi rr. x] 


Therefore DF is also commensurable in length with DG ; 
[x. 12] 


therefore the remainder GF is also commensurable in length 
with DF. [x- 15] 
But YF is incommensurable in length with £7; 
therefore FG is also incommensurable in length with ZF. [x. 13] 
Therefore GF, FE are rational straight lines commensur- 
able in square only ; 
therefore ÆG is an apotome. [x. 73] 
But it is also rational : 
which is impossible. 
Therefore the apotome is not the same with the binomial 
straight line. 
Q. E. D. 


This proposition proves the equivalent of the fact that 
~£ + „/y cannot be equal to ,/x’— Jy’, and 
x+ ,/y cannot be equal to x’ — Jy’. 
We should prove these results by squaring the respective expressions; and 


Euclid’s procedure corresponds to this exactly. 
He has to prove that 


p+/.p cannot be equal to p’—/A.p’. 
For, if possible, let this be so. 


Take the straight lines AP nr ; eee) ; 
g 


these must be equal, and therefore 
2 12 
Crt bea E) = © (rtd 2 Jd) ce (1). 
2 /3 
Now fa + 2), i (1 +A) are rational and ^; 
n 2 2 
p ak AP. 
therefore fe (4-2 +4} (rex) 
p? 
v Ra 2 Jd. 
And, since both sides are rational, it follows that 
p -È ze i 
I5 (1 +A) z (1 «2 = .2,/d is an apotome. 


H. E. IH. 16 
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But, by (x), this expression is equal to = . 2 Sk, which is rational. 


Hence an apotome, which is zrrational, is also rational : 
which is impossible. 

This proposition is the connecting link which enables Euclid to prove that 
all the compound irrationals with positive signs above discussed are different 
from a the corresponding compound irrationals with negative signs, while the 
two sets are all different from one another and from the medial straight line. 
The recapitulation following makes this clear. 





The apotome and the irrational straight lines following it 
are neither the same with the medial strazght line nor with one 
another. 

For the square on a medial straight line, if applied to a 
rational straight line, produces as breadth a straight line 
rational and incommensurable in length with that to which it 


is applied, [x. 22] 
while the square on an apotome, if applied to a rational 
straight line, produces as breadth a first apotome, [x. 97] 


the square on a first apotome of a medial straight line, if 
applied to a rational straight line, produces as breadth a 
second apotome, [x. 98] 
the square on a second apotome of a medial straight line, if 
applied to a rational straight line, produces as breadth a third 
apotome, | [x. 99] 
the square on a minor straight line, if applied to a rational 
straight line, produces as breadth a fourth apotome, [x. roo] 
the square on the straight line which produces with a rational 
area a medial whole, if applied to a rational straight line, 
produces as breadth a fifth apotome, [x. ror] 
and the square on the straight line which produces with a 
medial area a medial whole, if applied to a rational straight 
line, produces as breadth a sixth apotome. [x. 102] 

Since then the said breadths differ from the first and from 
one another, from the first because it is rational, and from one 
another since they are not the same in order, 
it is clear that the irrational straight lines themselves also 
differ from one another. 

And, since the apotome has been proved not to be the 
same as the binomial straight line, Cope rrr] 


but, if applied to a rational straight line, the straight lines 


X. III, 112] PROPOSITIONS xır, 112 243 


following the apotome produce, as breadths, each according 
to its own order, apotomes, and those following the binomial 
straight line themselves also, according to their order, produce 
the binomials as breadths, 
therefore those following the apotome are different, and those 
following the binomial straight line are different, so that there 
are, in order, thirteen irrational straight lines in all, 

Medial, l 

Binomial, 

First bimedial, 

Second bimedial, 

Major, 

“Side” of a rational plus a medial area, 

“ Side” of the sum of two medial areas, 

Apotome, 

First apotome of a medial straight line, 

Second apotome of a medial straight line, 

Minor, 

Producing with a rational area a medial whole, 

Producing with a medial area a medial whole. 


PROPOSITION 112. 


The square on a rational straight line applied to the 
binomial straight line produces as breadth an apotome the 
terms of which are commensurable with the terms of the bi- 
nomial and moreover in the same ratio; and further the 
apotome so arising will have the same order as the binomial 
straight line. 


Let 4 be a rational straight line, 
let BC be a binomial, and let DC be its greater term ; 
let the rectangle BC, EF be equal to the square on 4 ; 
A 


B D [e G 














K É F H 
I say that Æ F is an apotome the terms of which are commen- 


surable with CD, DP, and in the same ratio, and further EF 
will have the same order as BC. 


16—2 
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For again let the rectangle BD, G be equal to the square 
on A. 

Since then the rectangle BC, EF is equal to the rectangle 
BD, G, 


therefore, as CB is to BD, so is G to EF. (v1. 16] 
But CP is greater than BD ; 
therefore G is also greater than E. [v. 16, v. 14] 


Let ZA be equal to G; 
therefore, as CB is to BD, sois HE to EF; 
therefore, separando, as CD is to BD, so is HF to FE. [v. 17] 


Let it be contrived that, as WF is to FE, so is FK 
to KZ; 


therefore also the whole AX is to the whole KF as EK 
is to KE; 


for, as one of the antecedents is to one of the consequents, so 


are all the antecedents to all the consequents. [v. 12] 

But, as FK is to KZ, so is CD to DB; '[v. rr] 
therefore also, as HA is to KF, sois CD to DB. [ż2.] 

But the square on CD is commensurable with the square 
on DB; ) [x. 36] 
therefore the square on /7X is also commensurable with the 
square on KF. [VI. 22, x. 11] 


And, as the square on ZZzK is to the square on KF, so is 
HK to KE, since the three straight lines ZZK, KF, KE are 
proportional. . [v. Def. 9] 

Therefore 7K is commensurable in length with KZ, 


so that ZZE is also commensurable in length with EK. [x. 15] 


Now, since the square on 4 is equal to the rectangle 
EH, BD, 


while the square on 4 is rational, 
therefore the rectangle £H, BD is also rational. 
And it is applied to the rational straight line BD; 


therefore E/7 is rational and commensurable in length 
with BD; [x. 20] 


so that ZX, being commensurable with it, is also rational and 
commensurable in length with BD. 
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Since, then, as CD is to DB, so is FK to KE, 


while CD, DB are straight lines commensurable in square 
only, 


therefore FK, KE are also commensurable in square only. 
[x. x1] 


But AZ is rational ; 
therefore FK is also rational. 


Therefore FK, KE are rational straight lines commen- 
surable in square only ; 


therefore ZF is an apotome. [x. 73] 


Now the square on C2 is greater than the square on DB 
either by the square on a straight line commensurable with 
CD or by the square on a straight line incommensurable 
with it. 

If then the square on C2 is greater than the square on 
DB by the square on a straight line commensurable with CD, 
the square on FK is also greater than the square on XÆ by 
the square on a straight line commensurable with FX. [x. 14] 

And, if CD is commensurable in length with the rational 
straight line set out, 


so also is FK ; . [x. 11, 12] 
if BD is so commensurable, 
so also is KE; [x. 12] 


but, if neither of the straight lines CD, DB is so commensur- 
able, 


neither of the straight lines FĶ, KZ is so. 


But, if the square on CD is greater than the square on 
DB by the square on a straight line incommensurable 
with C2, 


the square on FK is also greater than the square on KE by 
the square on a straight line incommensurable with FK. [x. 14] 


And, if CD is commensurable with the rational straight 
line set out, 
so also is FK ; 
if BD is so commensurable, 
so also is KE; 
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but, if neither of the straight lines CD, DB is so commensur- 
able, 
neither of the straight lines FK, KZ is so; 


so that FZ is an apotome, the terms of which FX, KE are 
commensurable with the terms CY, DB of the binomial 
straight line and in the same ratio, and it has the same order 


as BC. 
Q. E. D. 


Heiberg considers that this proposition and the succeeding ones are inter- 
polated, though the interpolation must have taken place before Theon’s time. 
His argument is that X. 112—115 are nowhere used, but that x. x11 rounds 
off the complete discussion of the 13 irrationals (as indicated in the recapitu- 
lation), thereby giving what was necessary for use in connexion with the 
investigation of the five regular solids. For besides x. 73 (used in xiu. 6, 11) 
X. 94 and 97 are used in xit. 11, 6 respectively; and Euclid could not have 
stopped at x. 97 without leaving the discussion of irrationals imperfect, for 
X. 98— 102 are closely connected with X. 97, and X. 103—111 add, as it were, 
the coping-stone to the whole doctrine. On the other hand, x. 112— 115 are 
not connected with the rest of the treatise on the 13 irrationals and are not 
used in the stereometric books. They are rather the germ of a new study and 
a more abstruse investigation of irrationals zz themselves. Prop. 115 in 
particular extends the number of the different kinds of irrationals. As 
however X. 112—115 are old and serviceable theorems, Heiberg thinks that, 
though Euclid did not give them, they may have been taken from Apollonius. 

I will only point out what seems to me open to doubt in the above, namely 
that x. rr2—1i1i4 (excluding 115) are not connected with the rest of the 
exposition of the 13 irrationals. It seems to me that they ave so connected. 
X. rrr has shown us that a binomial straight line cannot also be an afolome. 
But X. 112—114 show us How ezzker of them can be used to rationatise the other, 
thus giving what is surely an important relation between them. 


X. 112 is the equivalent of rationalising the denominators of the fractions 
e e 
JAT JB! ac B 
by multiplying numerator and denominator by /4— JB and a- JB 
respectively. 





2 


MONT —Àp — Jk. Xp (k < 1), and his method enables 


us to see that A = o?/(p? — &p?). 

The proof is a remarkable instance of the dexterity of the Greeks in using 
geometry as the equivalent of our algebra. Like so many proofs in Archimedes 
and Apollonius, it leaves us completely in the dark as to how it was evolved. 
That the Greeks must have had some analytical method which suggested the 
steps of such proofs seems certain; but zwZaf it was must remain apparently 
an insoluble mystery. 

I will reproduce by means of algebraical symbols the exact course of 
Euclid's proof. 


Euclid proves that 


2 
T 
He has to prove that ———,;— is an apotome related in a certain way to 
p+ Jk. p E z 
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the binomial straight line p+ J/&.p. If u be the straight line required, 
(4 -- zu) — zv is shown to be an apotome of the kind described, where w is 
determined in the following manner. 


We have (p+ J&.p) ua? = JA. p. x, say, 
whence eae 77 ^ 1 ERIS (1). 
Let X-—u-. 
Then (p+ JŘ. p): JA.p (ux v) :u, 
and hence ppm UL uiseecties etie a ens (2). 
Let zu be taken such that 
9:U-—(Mdw):m..eeelene m e (3). 
Thus Ds t= (LUE W) :(uem).ssessesse (4), 
and therefore p: JŘ. p=(u +u +w) : (u +w). 


From the last proportion, 
(u+u+ zy ^ (u+ wF, 


and, from the two preceding, (x +w) is a mean proportional between 
(u+u+ w), w, so that 


(u+ 2 wF : (u+ wP = (u +y +w): w. 


Therefore (u +v +w) ^ w, 
whence (u +v) ^ w. 
Now VZ. p (u 2) 2 c, which is rational ; 
therefore (u +v) is rational and ^ JA. p; 
hence w is also rational and ^ fh. p esee (5). 


Next, by (2), (3), since p, ./2. p are ~~, 


(+ 20) ^— w, 
and ze is rational ; 


therefore (u + w) is rational, 
and (u+ 2), w are rational and ~. 
Hence (u + 2w) —z is an apotome. 
Now either (I) NË- ^ p, 
or (11) | pi — Apt v p. 
In case (I) AJ (ui +w u? ^ (u+ w), [(2), (3) and x. 14] 
and in case (II) AK (uc 3- ze. — 2 o (u +w). [i2] 
Then, since [(5)] we Jk. p, 
by x. 11 and (2), (3), (WAM) Op EE sbi Teta cahaehes eet (6). 


[This step is omitted in Euclid, but the result is assumed.] 

If therefore p^ o, (u-c3:0)^0; 
ieena m^c ((s)] 
and, if neither p nor J/A. p is ^ c, neither (u + w) nor w will be ^ c. 

Thus the order of the apotome (u +w)-w is the same as that of the 


binomial straight line p + /£. p; while [(2), (3)] the terms are proportional 
and [(5), (6)] commensurable respectively. 
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We find (w+ w), w algebraically thus. 


2 
o 








By (1), dir JE. p! 
uc p 
and, by (2), (3), Em P 
Lu. Jk. p 
whence E o 
0. k.p 
p! — Ap? 
NU ELA UR 
Thus odia do] igi era 
— JA. 
Therefore (eem) wa ot PNE, 
p - &p 


PROPOSITION 113. 


The square on a rational straight line, if applied to an 
apotome, produces as breadth the binomial straight line the 
terms of which are commensurable with the terms of the 
apotome and in the same ratio; and further the binomial 
so arising has the same order as the apotome. 


Let 4 be a rational straight line and BD an apotome, 
and let the rectangle BD, KH be equal to 
the square on A, so that the square on the C K 
rational straight line 4 when applied to the 
apotome ZD produces KH as breadth ; A 
I say that KZ is a binomial straight line the 
terms of which are commensurable with the D i 
terms of BD and in the same ratio; and 
further KH has the same order as BD. 

For let DC be the annex to BD; B 
therefore BC, CD are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only. [x. 73] 

Let the rectangle BC, G be also equal to the square on A. 

But the square on 4 is rational ; 


therefore the rectangle BC, G is also rational. 
And it has been applied to the rational straight line BC ; 


therefore C is rational and commensurable in length with BC. 
[x. 20] 


X 
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Since now the rectangle BC, G is equal to the rectangle 
BD, KH, 


therefore, proportionally, as CB is to BD, so is KA to G. 


[vi. 16] 
But ZC is greater than BD ; 
therefore XÆ is also greater than G. [v. 16, v. 14] 
Let KE be made equal to G; 
therefore KE is commensurable in length with BC. 
And since, as CP is to BD, so is HK to KE, 


therefore, convertendo, as BC is to CD, so is KH to HE. 
[v. 19, Por.] 
Let it be contrived that, as KH is to HE, so is HF 
to FE; 


therefore also the remainder AF is to EH as KH is to HE, 
that is, as BC is to CD. [v. 19] 


But BC, CD are commensurable in square only ; 
therefore KF, FH are also commensurable in square only. 


X. II 

And since, as KA is to HE, so is KF to FA, asl 
while, as KH is to HE, so is HF to FE, 

therefore also, as KF is to FH, so is HF to FE, [v. rr] 

so that also, as the first is to the third, so is the square on the 

first to the square on the second ; [v. Def. 9] 


therefore also, as KF is to FZ, so is the square on AF to the 
square on FH. 


But the square on KE is commensurable with the square 
on FA, 


for KF, FH are commensurable in square ; 

therefore KF is also commensurable in length with FA, (x. 11] 

so that KF is also commensurable in length with AE. [x. 15] 
But KZ is rational and commensurable in length with BC; 

therefore K is also rational and commensurable in length 


with AC. [x. 12] 
And, since, as BC is to CD, so is KF to FH, 
alternately, as BC is to KF, so is DC to FH. [v. 16] 


But BC is commensurable with AF; 
therefore FH is also commensurable in length with CD. [x. 11]. 
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But BC, CD are rational straight lines commensurable in 
square only ; 
therefore KF, FH are also rational straight lines [x. Def. 3] 
commensurable in square only ; 
therefore XH is binomial. [x. 36] 


If now the square on AC is greater than the square on CD 
by the square on a straight line commensurable with BC, 


the square on AF will-also be greater than the square on FÆ 
by the square on a straight line commensurable with AF: [x. 14] 


And, if BC is commensurable in length with the rational 
straight line set out, 


so also is KF; 

if CD is commensurable in length with the rational straight 
line set out, 

so also is FH, 

but, if neither of the straight lines BC, CD, 

then neither of the straight lines XA, FH. 


But, if the square on AC is greater than the square on CD 
by the square on a straight line incommensurable with BC, 
the square on AF is also greater than the square on FÆ by 
the square on a straight line incommensurable with AF. [x. 14] 

And, if BC is commensurable with the rational straight 
line set out, 
so also is KF; 
if CD is so commensurable, 
so also is FH ; 
but, if neither of the straight lines BC, CD, 
then neither of the straight lines KF, FAZ. 


Therefore KH is a binomial straight line, the terms of 
which KF, FH are commensurable with the terms BC, CD of 
the apotome and in the same ratio, 


and further AXA has the same order as BD. 
Q. E. D. 


This proposition, which is companion to the preceding, gives us the equiva- 
lent of the rationalisation of the denominator of 


2 


ea e 


JAB unm. 
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Euclid (or the writer) proves that 


c? : 
——R—— mp A JR.p, R<1 
2c pa Jk. p (& <1) 
and his method enables us to see that A = o°/(p?— kp’). 
Let eee 
p-XR.p ? 


and it is proved that z is the binomial straight line (z — w) + w, where w is 
determined as shown below. 


u (P — JŘ . p)=07= px, say, 


whence ps(poJEcp)sdét d cci iie (1), 
so that X «au. 
Let then x=u— U. 
Since (u —v) p — c?, a rational area, 
(u-v) is rational and ^ p......... see (2). 
And [(1)] pi(p—Jk.p)=u:(u—2), 
so that, convertendo, piE-pou:g. 
Suppose that u: v= w: (v w), 
so that [v. r9] (u —20) :z0 24:7 2 2: (0 — w). 


Thus, w being a mean proportional between (x — w), (v — w), 
(u — wy: w= (u — w) : (v — w). 


But (u= wp : w= a? 
emp E A E (3), 
so that (u= ey) ^ a. 
Therefore (u — w) ^ (v — w) 
^ ((u— m) - (o 9) 
^ (u-2). 
Therefore [(2)] (u=) is rational and ^p... sees (4). 
And, since p: JR- p= (u — w) : w, 
w is rational and ^ JŘ. p... (5). 
Hence [(4), (5)] (v —2w), w are rational and ~, 
so that {u—w)+w is a binomial straight line. 
Now either (1) Ap? — Eg? ^ p, 
or (11) | p! — Ep! o p. 
In case (I) J(u — wP — uË ^ (u — w), 
and in case (II) A (at — wy — ae? o (u — w). [(3) and x. 14] 
And, if p ^ c, (u—2)^o; Kel 
if k.p a, wo; [5] 


while, if neither p nor J/£.p is ^ a, neither (u — z) nor w is ^ a. 

Hence (%—w) +z is a binomial straight line of the same order as the 
apotome p — J/£. p, its terms are proportional to those of the apotome [(3)], 
and commensurable with them respectively [(4), (5)]. 
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To find (x — v), w algebraically we have 














u > 
p- Jk. p 
u-w — p 
v k.p 
u. fk. 
From the latter T aa 
c^. Jk. p 
p! — kp? 
Thus u-w= WwW. Js E e 
eam ptrJk.p 
Therefore (u-u) + w=. ae 


PROPOSITION 114. 


Jf an area be contained by an apotome and the binomial 
straight line the terms of which are commensurable with the 
terms of the apotome and in the same ratio, the “side” of the 
area ts rational. 


For let an area, the rectangle 4B, CD, be contained by 
the apotome 44 and the binomial . 
straight line CD, 
and let CZ be the greater term of 
the latter ; Me arri SD 
let the terms CE, ED of the 
binomial straight line be commen- 
surable with the terms AF, FB of 


A B F 





the apotome and in the same ratio; eee mene 
and let the “side” of the rectangle 
AB CD Ber: 


I say that G is rational. 

For let a rational straight line 77 be set out, : 
and to C2 let there be applied a rectangle equal to the square 
on H and producing KZ as breadth, 


Therefore KZ is an apotome. 
Let its terms be KM, ML commensurable with the terms 
CE, ED of the binomial straight line and in the same ratio. 
[x. 112] 
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But CZ, ED are also commensurable with AF, FB and in 
the same ratio; 


therefore, as 4/ is to FA, so is KM to ML. 
Therefore, alternately, as dF is to KM, sois BF to LM; 
therefore also the remainder AZ is to the remainder AZ as 


AF is to KM. [v. 19] 

But AF is commensurable with KM ; [x. 12] 
therefore AZ is also commensurable with KZ. [x. 11] 

And, as 42 is to KZ, so is the rectangle CD, AB to the 
rectangle CD, KL ; [vx 1] 
therefore the rectangle CD, AB is also commensurable with 
the rectangle CD, KL. [x. 11] 


But the rectangle CD, KZ is equal to the square on Æ; 


therefore the rectangle CD, AB is commensurable with the 
square on H. 


But the square on G is equal to the rectangle CD, AB; 


therefore the square on G is commensurable with the square 
on Z7. 


But the square on Æ is rational ; 
therefore the square on G is also rational ; 
therefore G is rational. 


And it is the “side” of the rectangle CD, AB. 
Therefore etc. 


Porism. And it is made manifest to us by this also that 
it is possible for a rational area to be contained by irrational 
straight lines. 


Q. E. D. 


This theorem is equivalent to the proof of the fact that 
JA - JB) 6 JA 9 X JB) = JX(A — B), 
and J~ JB) Ga - X J.B) = AX (ai — B). 
The result of the theorem x. 112 is used for the purpose thus. 
We have to prove that 


V(p— Jk. p) Qo + XJ. p) 














is rational. 
By x. 112 we have, if o is a rational straight line, 


5 


o” ul , 
Ap Ems oP JA. p aer hn (1). 
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Now p:NXp=./k.p iN JR. p (p JŽ. p) : (Np — N JE. p), 
so that (psa ns N JÈ. p). 
TN each by (Ap + À J£. p), we have 
— JA. p) Ap +A Jk. p) ^ OPENA p) (Vp — X JÈ. p) 





^ e, by (1). 
That is, (p — JE. p) (Ap * X JA. p) is a rational area, 
and therefore NK (p— Jk. p) (kp * X /& . p) is rational. 


PROPOSITION 115. 


From a medial straight line there arise trrational straight 
lines infinite in number, and none of them is the same as any 
of the preceding. 

Let A be a medial straight line ; 

I say that from A there arise 
irrational straight lines infinite in 
number, and none of them is the 
same as any of the preceding. 

Let a rational straight line B 
be set out, 
and let the square on C be equal 
to the rectangle B, A ; 
therefore C is irrational ; [x. Def. 4] 
for that which is contained by an irrational and à rational 
straight line is irrational. [deduction from x. 20] 

And it is not the same with any of the preceding ; 
for the square on none of the preceding, if applied to a rational 
straight line produces as breadth a medial straight line. 

Again, let the square on D be equal to the rectangle P, C; 
therefore the square on 2 is irrational. [deduction from x. 20] 

Therefore D is irrational ; [x. Def. 4] 
and it is not the same with any of the preceding, for the 
square on none of the preceding, if applied to a rational 
straight line, produces C as breadth. 

Similarly, if this arrangement proceeds ad infinitum, it 
is manifest that from the medial straight line there arise 


irrational straight lines infinite in number, and none is the 
same with any of the preceding. 


o 07070» 


Q. E. D. 
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Heiberg is clearly right in holding that this proposition, at all events, is 
alien to the general scope of Book x, and is therefore probably an interpola- 
tion, made however before Theon’s time. It is of the same character as a 
scholium at the end of the Book, which is (along with the interpolated proposi- 
tion proving, in two ways, the incommensurability of the diagonal of à square 
with its side) relegated by August as well as Heiberg to an Appendix. 


The proposition amounts to this. 


The straight line Bp being medial, if o be a rational straight line, M Apo Hpo 
is a new irrational straight line. So is the mean proportional between this 
and another rational straight line o’, and so on indefinitely. 


ANCIENT EXTENSIONS OF THE THEORY OF BOOK X. 


From the hints given by the author of the commentary found in Arabic 

by Woepcke (cf. pp. 3—4 above) it would seem probable that Apollonius’ 
extensions of the theory of irrationals took two directions : (x) generalising 
the medial straight line of Euclid, and (2) forming compound irrationals by the 
addition and subtraction of more than two terms of the sort composing the 
binomials, apotomes, etc. The commentator writes (Woepcke's article, pp. 694 
sqq.) : 
“It is also necessary that we should know that, not only when we join 
together two straight lines rational and commensurable in square do we obtain 
the binomial straight line, but three or four lines produce in an analogous 
manner the same thing. In the first case, we obtain the trinomial straight 
line, since the whole line is irrational ; and in the second case we obtain the 
quadrinomial, and so on ad infinitum. The proof of the (irrationality of the) 
line composed of three lines rational and commensurable in square is exactly 
the same as the proof relating to the combination of two lines. 

“ But we must start afresh and remark that not only can we take one sole 
medial line between two lines commensurable in square, but we can take three 
or four of them and so on ad infinitum, since we can take, between any two 
given straight lines, as many lines as we wish in continued proportion. 

* Likewise, in the lines formed by addition not only can we construct the 
binomial straight line, but we can also construct the trinomial, as well as the 
first and second trimedial; and, further, the line composed of three straight 
lines incommensurable in square and such that the one of them gives with 
each of the two others a sum of squares (which is) rational, while the rectangle 
contained by the two lines is medial, so that there results a major (irrational) 
composed of three lines. 

* And, in an analogous manner, we obtain the straight line which is the 
‘side’ of a rational plus a medial area, composed of three straight lines, and, 
likewise, that which is the ‘side’ of (the sum of) two medials.” 

The generalisation of the medial is apparently after the following manner. 
Let x, y be two straight lines rational and commensurable in square only and 
suppose that zz means are interposed, so that 


BH, yt Hy — Hq Hy —..2— X414 = X1. 


We easily derive herefrom = (555 
1l 


x, 
x mi 
sel ee 
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and hence Xia 
X ey 
so that (xp. abr Lnd E (y f amy, 
" — AUR — i T 
and therefore eR gate PEE. y ; 
or Xy = (amni yy T1 


which is the generalised medial. 


We now pass to the trinomial etc., with the commentator’s further remarks 
about them. 


(1) he trinomial. “Suppose three rational straight lines commensurable in 
square only. The line composed of two of these lines, that is, the binomial 
straight line, is irrational, and, in consequence, the area contained by this line 
and the remaining line is irrational, and, likewise, the double of the area 
contained by these two lines will be irrational. Thus the square on the 
whole line composed of three lines is irrational and consequently the line is 
irrational, and it is called a trinomial straight line.” 

It is easy to see that this “proof” is not conclusive as stated. Nor does 
Woepcke seem to show how the proposition can be proved on Euclidean 
lines. But I think it would be somewhat as follows. 

Suppose x, y, z to be rational and ~. 

Then x?, y*, 2 are rational, and 2yz, 224, 2xy are all medial. 

First, (2yz-- 22x + 2xy) cannot be rational. 

For suppose this sum equal to a rational area, say o°. 

Since 2y2-- 223 2xy = 0°, 

22X + 2xy = 0° — 2y2, 
or the sum of two medial areas incommensurable with one another is equal to 
the difference between a rational area and a medial area. 

But the “side” of the sum of the two medial areas must [x. 72] be one of 
two irrationals with a positive sign; and the “side” of the difference between a 
rational area and a medial area must [x. 108] be one of two irrationals with a 
negative sign. 

And the first “side” cannot be the same as the second [x. 111: and ex- 
planation following]. 


Therefore 22x + 2xy + 0° — 2yz, 
and 2y£ + 22x + 2xy is consequently irrational. 
Therefore (X +9? + 2°) o (2y2 + 22x + 2xy), 
whence (x y zy o(x ey rz 


so that (x +y + zY, and therefore also (x +y + z), is irrational. 
The commentator goes on: 


* And, if we have four lines commensurable in square, as we have said, the 
procedure will be exactly the same ; and we shall treat the succeeding lines in 
an analogous manner.” 

Without speculating further as to how the extension was made to the 
quadrinomial etc., we may suppose with Woepcke that Apollonius probably 
investigated the multinomial 


Ppt A ptu pH.. 
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(2) The frst trimedial straight line. 


The commentator here says: “Suppose we have three medial lines com- 
mensurable in square [only], one of which contains with each of the two others 
a rational rectangle; then the straight line composed of the two lines is 
irrational and is called the first bimedial ; the remaining line is medial, and 
the area contained by these two lines is irrational. Consequently the square 
on the whole line is irrational.” 

To begin with, the conditions here given are iricompatible. If x, y, z be 
medial straight lines such that xy, xz are both rational, 


P:Z=XY XZ =M: N, 


and y, z are commensurable zz Jengih and not in square only. 

Hence it seems that we must, with Woepcke, understand “three medial 
straight lines such that one is commensurable with each of the other two in 
square only and makes with it a rational rectangle.” 

If x, y, z be the three medial straight lines, 


(32 9 33 2) oz, 


so that (x? + y? + 2°) is medial. 

Also we have 2xy, 2xz both rational and 2yz medial. 

Now (z? +y? + 2?) + 2yz + 2xy + 2x2 cannot be rational, for, if it were, the 
sum of two medial areas, (a?-- y? z?), zyz, would be rational: which is im- 
possible. [Cf x. 72.] 


Hence (x+y +2) is irrational. 


(3) The second trimedial straight line. 


Suppose x, y, z to be medial straight lines commensurable in square only 
and containing with each other medial rectangles. 


Then (x? +3°+2°) ^ x?, and is medial. 
Also 2y2, 22x, 2xy are all medial areas. 


To prove the irrationality in this case I presume that the method would 
be like that of x. 38 about the second bimedial. 
Suppose c to be a rational straight line and let 


(X y + e) = ot 


2yz = ou 
22X = 07 
2xy = ow 
Here, since, e.g., XE XY =V W, 
or Z: y =V: W, 
and similarly Xi:£-1UiH, 
u, V, ware commensurable in square only. 
Also, since (+P +2) - 0 
v xy; 


Z is incommensurable with w. 


H. E. IL 17 
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Similarly £ is incommensurable with z, v. 
But Z, u, v, w are all rational and ~œ c. 
Therefore (f+ u +v + w) is a quadrinomial and therefore irrational. 
Therefore o (f+ & 4 9c 2), or (x +y+2), is irrational, 
whence (x yz) is irrational. 


(4) The major made up of three straight lines. 


The commentator describes this as “the line composed of three straight 
lines incommensurable in square and such that one of them gives with each 
of the other two a sum of squares (which is) rational, while the rectangle 
contained by the two lines is medial.” 

If x, y, z are the three straight lines, this would indicate 


(x? + y?) rational, 
(a? + 2?) rational, 
2yz medial. 


Woepcke points out (pp. 696—8, note) the difficulties connected with this 
supposition or the supposition of 
(a? -- 5?) rational, 
(x? + 2?) rational, 
2xy (or 2xz) medial, 
and concludes that what is meant is the supposition 
(x° y?) rational 
xy medial 
xz medial 
(though the text is against this). 
The assumption of (x? 5") and (x°+ 2?) being concurrently rational is 
certainly further removed from Euclid, for x. 33 PUE enables us to find oze 


pair of lines having the property, as x, y. 
But we will not pursue these speculations further. 


As regards further irrationals formed by subtraction the commentator 
writes as follows. 

* Again, it is not necessary that, in the irrational straight lines formed by 
means of subtraction, we should confine ourselves to making one subtraction 
only, so as to obtain the apotome, or the first apotome of the medial, or the 
second apotome of the medial or the minor, or the straight line which 
produces with a rational area a medial whole, or that which produces with a 
medial area a medial whole; but we shall be able here to make two or three 
or four subtractions. 

* When we do that, we show in manner analogous to the foregoing that 
the lines which remain are irrational and that each of them is one of the lines 
formed by subtraction. That is to say that, if from a rational line we cut off 
another rational line commensurable with the whole line in square, we obtain, 
for remainder, an apotome; and, if we subtract from this line (which is) 
cut off and rational—that which Euclid calls the annex (zposappuóQovaa)— 
another rational line which is commensurable with it in square, we obtain, as 
the remainder, an apotome ; likewise, if we cut off from the rational line cut 
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off from this line (i.e. the annex of the apotome last arrived at) another line 
which is commensurable with it in square, the remainder is an apotome. The 
same thing occurs in the subtraction of the other lines." __ 

As Woepcke remarks, the idea is the formation of the successive apotomes 
fa — Jb, Mb — Ja Je—./d, etc. We should naturally have expected to see 
the writer form and discuss the following expressions 


(Ja - Jb) - Ji 
{(/a— J5) - Je) — Jd, etc. 


BOOK XI. 


DEFINITIONS. 
1. A solid is that which has length, breadth, and depth. 
2. An extremity of a solid is a surface. 


3. A straight line is at right angles to a plane, 
when it makes right angles with all the straight lines which 
meet it and are in the plane. 


4. A plane is at right angles to a plane when the 
straight lines drawn, in one of the planes, at right angles to 
the common section of the planes are at right angles to the 
remaining plane. 


5. The inclination of a straight line to a plane 
is, assuming a perpendicular drawn from the extremity of 
the straight line which is elevated above the plane to the 
plane, and a straight line joined from the point thus arising 
to the extremity of the straight line which is in the plane, 
the angle contained by the straight line so drawn and the 
straight line standing up. 


6. The inclination of a plane to a plane is the acute 
angle contained by the straight lines drawn at right angles 
to the common section at the same point, one in each of the 
planes. 


7. A plane is said to be similarly inclined to a plane 
as another is to another when the said angles of the inclina- 
tions are equal to one another. 


8. Parallel planes are those which do not meet. 
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9. Similar solid figures are those contained by similar 
planes equal in multitude. 


10, Equal and similar solid figures are those con- 
tained by similar planes equal in multitude and in magnitude. 


1r. A solid angle is the inclination constituted by more 
than two lines which meet one another and are not in the 
same surface, towards all the lines. 

Otherwise: A solid angle is that which is contained by 
more than two plane angles which are not in the same plane 
and are constructed to one point. 


12. A pyramid is a solid figure, contained by planes, 
which is constructed from one plane to one point. 


13. A prism is a solid figure contained by planes two 
of which, namely those which are opposite, are equal, similar 
and parallel, while the rest are parallelograms. 


14. When, the diameter of a semicircle remaining fixed, 
the semicircle is carried round and restored again to the same 
position from which it began to be moved, the figure so 
comprehended is a sphere. 


15. The axis of the sphere is the straight line which 
remains fixed and about which the semicircle is turned. 


16. The centre of the sphere is the same as that 
of the semicircle. 


17. A diameter of the sphere is any straight line 
drawn through the centre and terminated in both directions 
by the surface of the sphere. 


18. When, one side of those about the right angle in a 
right-angled triangle remaining fixed, the triangle is carried 
round and restored again to the same position from which it 
began to be moved, the figure so comprehended is a cone. 

And, if the straight line which remains fixed be equal to 
the remaining side about the right angle which is carried 
round, the cone will be right-angled; if less, obtuse-angled ; 
and if greater, acute-angled. 


19. The axis of the cone is the straight line which 
remains fixed and about which the triangle is turned. 
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20. And the base is the circle described by the straight 
line which is carried round. 


21. When, one side of those about the right angle in a 
rectangular parallelogram remaining fixed, the parallelogram 
is carried round and restored again to the same position from 
which it began to be moved, the figure so comprehended is a 
cylinder. 


22. The axis of the cylinder is the straight line which 
remains fixed and about which the parallelogram is turned. 


23. And the bases are the circles described by the two 
sides opposite to one another which are carried round. 


24. Similar cones and cylinders are those in which 
the axes and the diameters of the bases are proportional. 


25. A cube is a solid figure contained by six equal 
squares. 


26. An octahedron is a solid figure contained by eight 
equal and equilateral triangles. 


27. An icosahedron is a solid figure contained by 
twenty equal and equilateral triangles. 


28. A dodecahedron is a solid figure contained by 
twelve equal, equilateral, and equiangular pentagons. 


DEFINITION 1. 


Xrepeóv gore TÒ pikos koi wAdros kai Báðos éxov. 


This definition was evidently traditional, as may be inferred from a number 
of passages in Plato and Aristotle. Thus Plato speaks (Sophist, 235 D) of 
making an imitation of a model (rapdéerypa) “in length and breadth and 
depth " and (Zaws, 817 E) of “the art of measuring length, surface and depth” 
as one of three uoÜguara. Depth, the third dimension, is used alone as a 
description of “ body ” by Aristotle, the term being regarded as connoting the 
other two dimensions ; thus (/MezagA. 1020 13, 11) "length is a line, breadth a 
surface, and depth body” ; “that which is continuous in one direction is length, 

' in two directions breadth, and in three depth.” Similarly Plato (Re. 528 B, D), 
when reconsidering his classification of astronomy as next to (plane) geometry: 
“although the science dealing with the additional dimension of depth is next in 
order, yet, owing to the fact that it is studied absurdly, I passed it over and 
put next to geometry astronomy, the motion of (bodies having) depth.” In 
Aristotle (Topics vi. 5, 142 b 24) we find “the definition of body, that which 
has three dimensions (d:acraces)”; elsewhere he speaks of it as "that which 
has all the dimensions” (De caelo 1. 1, 268 b 6), “that which has dimension 
every way” (rò wavryn Buiaragw &xov, Metaph. 1066 b 32) etc. In the Physics 
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(1v. 1, 208 b 13 sqq.) he speaks of the “dimensions” as szx, dividing each of 
the three into two opposites, * up and down, before and behind, right and left," 
though of course, as he explaing these terms are relative. 

Heron, as might be expected, combines the two forms of the definition. 
“A solid body is that which has length, breadth, and depth: or that which 
possesses the three dimensions.” (Def. 13.) 

Similarly Theon of Smyrna (p. 111, 19, ed. Hiller): “that which is extended 
(Scacrarov) and divisible in three directions is solid, having length, breadth 
and depth.” 


DEFINITION 2. 

Srepeod 8& mépas èmipávera. 

In like manner Aristotle says (Metaph. 1066 b 23) that the notion (Adyos) 
of body is “that which is bounded by surfaces” (éreréóo:s in this case) and 
(Metaph. 1060 b 15) “surfaces (émupdverar) are divisions of bodies." 

So Heron (Def. 13): “ Every solid is bounded (m«eparobrat) by surfaces, and 
is produced when a surface is moved from a forward position in a backward 
direction.” - 

DEFINITION 3. 


EvOeia mpòs érimedov ép0y érvw, tav mpòs táras tas &rropévas aùrhs eùbeías 
kal ovoas èv To ériréóo plùs mor yovías. 

This definition and the next are given almost word for word by Heron 

Def. 115). 

f That a straight line caz be so related to a plane as described in Def. 3 is 
established in x1. 4. The fact has been made the basis of a definition of a 
plane which is attributed by Crelle to Fourier, and is as follows. ‘A plane is 
formed by the totality of all the straight lines which, passing through one and 
the same point of a straight line in space, stand perpendicular to it.” Stated 
in this form, the definition is open to the objection that the conception of a 
right angle, involving the measurement of angles, presupposes a plane, inasmuch 
as the measurement of angles depends ultimately upon the superposition of two 
planes and their coincidence throughout when two lines in one coincide with 
two lines in the other respectively. Cf. my note on 1. Def. 7, Vol. 1. pp. 173—5. 


DEFINITION 4. 


"Emiredov pos eximedov dpOdv éarw, órav ai t) kowi trouh tév érimédwy mpós 
ópÜàs dyópevar cbÜctat èv Evt rv éruréduv cQ Norre érvréüo mpós ópÜàs dow. 

Both this definition and Def. 6 use the common section of two planes, 
though it is not till xr. 3 that this common section is proved to be a straight 
line. The definition however, just like Def. 3, is legitimate, because the object 
is to explain the meaning of terms, not to prove anything. 

The definition of perpendicular planes is made by Legendre a particular 
case of Def. 6, the limiting case, namely, where the angle representing the 
“inclination of a plane to a plane” is a right angle. 


DEFINITION 5. 


Esas mpos émímrelov xdiow écriv, Grav amd ToU peredpou méporos TIS 
^ ^ "A ^ 
eùbelas éri rò éximedov káÜeros ax0$, kal dad rot yevouévov oypeion emi TÒ êv Tẹ 
2 E L ^ 35.7 307. 2 ^ Z ft 2.2 z 
éxirédw mépas rhs evbeias edOcia erievx6y, 7 repuexopévg yuvia txd THs axbetons 
Kal THS éjea rans. 
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In other words, the inclination of a straight line to a plane is the angle 
between the straight line and its ørojection on the plane. This angle is of 
course less than the angle between the straight line and any other straight line 
in the plane through the intersection of the straight line and plane; and the 
fact is sometimes made the subject of a proposition in modern text-books. It 
is easily proved by means of the propositions XI. 4, I. 19 and 18. 


DEFINITION 6. 


"Emuré8ov zpós érimedov kAMots eoriv 1) mepieyopéry d&eia ywvia rò rav mpds 
opbas TH kowj) touf ayopévov mpds TG aðr onpeiy èv éxorépo rv èrm éðwv. 

When two planes meet in a straight line, they form what is called in 
modern text-books a dihedral angle, which is defined as the opening or angular 
opening between the two planes. This dihedral angle is an “angle” altogether 
different in kind from a plane angle, as again it is different from a solid angle 
as defined by Euclid (i.e. a trihedral, tetrahedral, etc. angle). Adopting for 
the moment Apollonius’ conception of an angle as the “bringing together of a 
surface or solid towards one point under a broken line or surface” (Proclus, 
p. 123, 16), we may regard a dihedral angle as the bringing together of the 
broken surface formed by two intersecting planes not to a Joint but to a straight 
Zine, namely the intersection of the planes. Legendre, in a proposition on the 
subject, applied provisionally the term corner to describe the dihedral angle 
between two planes; and this would be a better word, I think, than opening 
to use in the definition. 

The distinct species of “angle” which we call dihedral is, however, 
measured by a certain plane angle, namely that which Euclid describes in the 
present definition and calls the inclination of a plane to a plane, and which in 
some modern text-books is called the plane angle of the dihedral angle. 

It is necessary to show that this plane angle is a proper measure of the 
dihedral angle, and accordingly Legendre has a proposition to this effect. In 
order to prove it, it is necessary to show that, given two planes meeting in a 
straight line, 

(1) the plane angle in question is the same at all points of the straight line 
forming the common section ; 

(2) if the dihedral angle between two planes increases or diminishes in a 
certain ratio, the plane angle in question will increase or diminish in the same 
ratio. 

(1) If MAN, MAP be two planes intersecting in MA, and if AN, AP 
be drawn in the planes respectively and at right angles to 
MA, the angle VAP is the inclination of the plane to the 
Plane or the plane angle of the dihedral angle. 

Let MC, MB be also drawn in the respective planes 
at right angles to MA. 

Then since, in the plane MAN, MC and AWN are 
drawn at right angles to the same straight line MA, 

MC, AN are parallel. 

For the same reason, MB, AP are parallel. 

Therefore [x1. 10] the angle BAC is equal to the 
angle PAN. 

And M may be any point on MA. Therefore the 
plane angle described in the definition is the same at all 
points of 4 AM. 
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(2) In the plane VAP draw the arc VDP of any circle with centre 4, 
and draw the radius 4D. 
Now the planes VAP, CMB, being both at right angles to the straight 


line MA, are parallel ; [x1 14] 
therefore the intersections 4D, ME of these planes with the plane MAD are 
parallel, [xn 16] 
and consequently the angles BME, PAD are equal. [x1. 10] 


If now the plane angle VAD were equal to the plane angle DAP, the 
dihedral angle VAMD would be equal to the dihedral angle DAMP; 
for, if the angle PAD were applied to the angle DAN, AM remaining the 
same, the corresponding dihedral angles would coincide. 


Successive applications of this result show that, if the angles VAD, DAP 
each contain a certain angle a certain number of times, the dihedral angles 
NAMD, DAMP will contain the corresponding dihedral angle the same 
number of times respectively. 

Hence, where the angles VAD, DAP are commensurable, the dihedral 
angles corresponding to them are in the same ratio. 

Legendre then extends the proof to the case where the plane angles are 
incommensurable by reference to an exactly similar extension in his proposition 
corresponding to Euclid vi. r, for which see the note on that proposition. 

Modern text-books make the extension by an appeal to Zimzts. 


DEFINITION 7. 


> y ^ REL i e d [A f ^od ^ L4 L4 
Exiredov mpós émíze0ov ópolws kekMaÜat A€yerat kal érepov mpòs črepov, Órav 
ai eipnuevat Tév KAivewy ywviat irar dAAHAALS dow. 


DEFINITION 8. 
IlapáAXqAa érimedd ore rà dovprrwra. 
Heron has the same definition of parallel planes (Def. 115). The Greek 


word which is translated “which do not meet” is dovuarrwra, the term which 
has been adopted for the asymmptotes of a curve. 


DEFINITION 9. 


"O ` ; /02 A £ ns C / 2 ES 7 » x 
pota TEPER TxpaTa €OTL TA VTO OMOLWV ETLTEOWV TEPLEXOMEVA trwy TO 


nrÀNos. 
DEFINITION IO. 


"Ica 8$ koal Guo eTepeà oyýpatá dort Tà brò ópolwv êmiréðwv mepiexómeva 
loov to TAYE koi TH peyéber 

These definitions, the second of which practically only substitutes the 
words “equal and similar” for the word “similar” in the first, have been the 
mark of much criticism. 

Simson holds that the equality of solid figures is a thing which ought to be 
proved, by the method of superposition, or otherwise, and hence that Def. 10 
is not a definition but a ¢heorem which ought not to have been placed among 
the definitions. Secondly, he gives an example to show that the definition or 
theorem is not universally true. He takes a pyramid and then erects on the 
base, on opposite sides of it, two equal pyramids smaller than the first. The 
addition and subtraction of these pyramids respectively from the first give two 
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solid figures which satisfy the definition but are clearly not equal (the smaller 
having a re-entrant angle); whence it also appears that two unequal solid 
angles may be contained by the same number of equal plane angles. 

Maintaining then that Def. 10 is an interpolation by “an unskilful hand,” 
Simson transfers to a place before Def. 9 the definition of a solid angle, and 
then defines similar solid figures as follows : 

Similar solid figures are such as have all their solid angles equal, each to each, 
and which are contained by the same number of similar planes. 

Legendre has an invaluable discussion of the whole subject of these 
definitions (Note x1L, pp. 323—336, of the 14th edition of his E/£mens de 
Géométrie). He remarks in the first place that, as Simson said, Def. 10 is not 
properly a definition, but a theorem which it is necessary to prove ; for it is 
not evident that two solids are equal for the sole reason that they have an 
equal number of equal faces, and, if true, the fact should be proved by super- 
position or otherwise. ‘The fault of Def. ro is also common to Def. 9. For, 
if Def. ro is not proved, one might suppose that there exist two unequal and 
dissimilar solids with equal faces; but, in that case, according to Definition 9, 
a solid having faces similar to those of the two first would be similar to both 
of them, i.e. to two solids of different form: a conclusion implying a con- 
tradiction or at least not according with the natural meaning of the word 
“similar.” 

What then is to be said in defence of the two definitions as given by 
Euclid? It is to be observed that the figures which Euclid actually proves 
equal or similar by reference to Deff. 9, 1o are such that their solid angles do 
not consist of more than ‘Aree plane angles ; and he proves sufficiently clearly 
that, if three plane angles forming one solid angle be respectively equal to 
three plane angles forming another solid angle, the two solid angles are equal. 
If now two polyhedra have their faces equal respectively, the corresponding 
solid angles will be made up of the same number of plane angles, and the 
plane angles forming each solid angle in one polyhedron will be respectively 
equal to the plane angles forming the corresponding solid angle in the other. 
Therefore, if the plane angles in each solid angle are not more than three in 
number, the corresponding solid angles will be equal. But if the correspond- 
ing faces are equal, and the corresponding solid angles equal, the solids must 
be equal; for they can be superposed, or at least they will be symmetrical 
with one another. Hence the statement of Deff. 9, ro is true and admissible 
at all events in the case of figures with trihedral angles, which is the only case 
taken by Euclid. 

Again, the example given by Simson to prove the incorrectness of Def. ro 
introduces a solid with a re-entrant angle. But it is more than probable that 
Euclid deliberately intended to exclude such solids and to-take cognizance of 
convex polyhedra only ; hence Simson’s example is not conclusive against the 
definition. 

Legendre observes that Simson's own definition, though true, has the 
disadvantage that it contains a number of superfluous conditions. To get 
over the difficulties, Legendre himself divides the definition of similar solids 
into two, the first of which defines similar Zezazgu/ar pyramids only, and the 
second (which defines similar polyhedra in general) is based on the first. 

Two triangular pyramids are similar when they have pairs of faces respectively 
similar, similarly placed and equally inclined to one another. 

Then, having formed a triangle with the vertices of three angles taken on 
the same face or base of a polyhedron, we may imagine the vertices of the 
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different solid angles of the polyhedron situated outside of the plane of this 
base to be the vertices of as many triangular pyramids which have the triangle 
for common base, and each of these pyramids will determine the position of 
one solid angle of the polyhedron. This being so, 

Two polyhedra are similar when they have similar bases, and the vertices of 
their corresponding solid angles outside the bases are determined by triangular 
pyramids similar each to each. 


As a matter of fact, Cauchy proved that two convex solid figures are equal 
if they are contained by equal plane figures similarly arranged. Legendre 
gives a proof which, he says, 1s nearly the same as Cauchy’s, depending on two 
lemmas which lead to the theorem that, Given a convex polyhedron in which all 
the solid angles are made up of more than three plane angles, it is impossible to 
vary the inclinations of the planes of this solid so as to produce a second polyhe- 
dron formed by the same planes arranged in the same manner as in the given 
polyhedron. The convex polyhedron zz which all the solid angles are made up 
of more than three plane angles is obtained by cutting off from azy given 
polyhedron all the triangular pyramids forming trihedral angles (if one and the 
same edge is common to fwo trihedral angles, only one of these angles is 
suppressed in the first operation). This is legitimate because trihedral angles 
are invariable from their nature. 

Hence it would appear that Heron’s definition of equal solid figures, which 
adds “ similarly situated " to Euclid’s “similar” is correct, if it be understood to 
apply to convex polyhedra only: “gual solid figures are those which are 
contained by equal and similarly situated planes, equal in number and magnitude: 
where, however, the words “equal and” before “similarly situated” might be 
dispensed with. 

Heron (Def. 118) defines similar solid figures as those which are contained 
by planes similar and similarly situated. If understood of convex polyhedra, 
there would not appear to be any objection to this, in view of the truth of 
Cauchy’s proposition about equal solid figures. 


DEFINITION II. 


Sreped ywvia éorly 9j tard mÀXeivov 1) úo ypappav drropevwy GAyAwV kal pi 
èv rjj airy émipaveig otov mpós wdcats rats ypaypats kisis. “AAAws- oreped 
yovia éoriv xj td qAeóvov Ñ 900 yovidy erurédwv mepiexopévn ui] otov èv và 
aùr émimédw mpós évi awuelo cvvictapevov. 

Heiberg conjectures that the first of these two definitions, which is not in 
Euclid’s manner, was perhaps taken by him from some earlier Zdements. 

The phraseology of the second definition is exactly that of Plato when he 
is speaking of solid angles in the ZZzaeus (p. 55). Thus he speaks (1) of four 
equilateral triangles so put together (évvcrapeva) that each set of three plane 
angles makes one solid angle, (2) of eight equilateral triangles put together so 
that each set of four plane angles makes one solid angle, and (3) of six squares 
making eight solid angles, each composed of three-plane right angles. 

As we know, Apollonius defined an angle as the “ bringing together of a 
surface or solid to one point under a broken line or surface.” Heron (Def. 24) 
even omits the word “ broken” and says that A solid angle is in general (xowds) 
the bringing together of a surface whith has its concavity in one and the same 
direction to one point. It is clear from an allusion.in Proclus (p. 123, 1— 6) to 
the half of a cone cut off by a triangle through the axis, and from a scholium to 
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this definition, that there was controversy as to the correctness of describing as a 
solid angle the “angle ” enclosed by fewer than three surfaces (including curved 
surfaces). Thus the scholiast says that Euclid’s definition of a solid angle as 
made up of three or more plane angles is deficient because it does not e.g. cover 
the case of the angle of a “ fourth part of a sphere,” which is contained by more 
than two surfaces, though not all plane. But he declines to admit that the 
half-cone forms a solid angle at the vertex, for in that case the vertex of the 
cone would itself be an angle, and a solid angle would then be formed both 
by two surfaces and by one surface: “which is not true.” Heron on the 
other hand (Def. 24) distinctly speaks of solid angles which are not contained 
by plane rectilineal angles, “e.g. the angles of cones.” The conception of the 
latter “angles” as the zt of solid angles with an infinite number of infinitely 
small constituent plane angles does not appear in the Greek geometers so far 
as I know. 

In modern text-books a polyhedral angle is usually spoken of as formed 
(or bounded) by three or more planes meeting at a point, or it is the angular 
opening between such planes at the point where they meet. 


DEFINITION I2. 


F. 7 ^ ^ > / 2 3 A a A4 c 2 zi A en 
Tlupapis éore oxijpa. orepedv erurddars wepiexdpevov dard évòs erurédou mpós évi 
onpely gvveaTós. 


This definition is by no means too clear, nor is the slightly amplified 
definition added to it by Heron (Def. 100). 4 pyramid is the figure brought 
together to one point, by putting together triangles, from a triangular, quadri- 
lateral or polygonal, that is, any rectilineal, base. 

As we might expect, there is great variety in the definitions given in 
modern text-books. Legendre says a pyramid ts the solid formed when several 
triangular planes start from one point and are terminated at the. different sides 
of one polygonal plane. 

Mr H. M. Taylor and Smith and Bryant call it a polyhedron all but one of 
whose faces meet in a point. 

Mehler reverses Legendre’s form and gives the content of Euclid’s in 
clearer language. “An n-sided pyramid is bounded by an n-sided polygon as base 
and n triangles which connect its sides with one and the same point outside it.” 

Rausenberger points out that a pyramid is the figure cut off from a solid 
angle formed of any number of plane angles by a plane which intersects thé 
solid angle. 


DEFINITION 13. 


i 2 3 x ^ N 3 A , T? , x. 3 t » 

piapa éoTi oyna orepedv éxuredors meptexóp.evov, dv 9o rà àmevavriov ica 
^v 2] "E ^ * 2i A * 

Te Kal Oord €or koi wapddAnAa, Tà 8€ Aorrà TapahAyAdypaypa. 


Mr H. M. Taylor, followed by Smith and Bryant, defines a prism as a 
polyhedron all but two of the faces of which are parallel to one straight line. 

Mehler calls an z-sided prism a body contained between two parallel planes 
and enclosed by n other planes with parallel lines of intersection. 

Heron’s definition of a prism is much wider (Def. 105). Prisms are those 
figures which are connected (avverrovra) from a rectilinal base to a rectilineal 
area by rectilineal collocation (kar ebbúóypappov civOecw). By this Heron must 
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apparently mean any convex solid formed by connecting the sides and angles 
of two polygons in different planes, and 
each having any number of sides, by 
straight lines forming triangular faces 
(where of course two adjacent triangles 
may be in one plane and so form one 
quadrilateral face) in the manner shown 
in the annexed figure, where 4 SCD, 
EFG represent the base and its 
opposite. 

Heron goes on to explain that, if p 
the face opposite to the base reduces to 
a straight line, and a solid is formed by 
connecting the base to its extremities by 
straight lines, as in the other case, the 
resulting figure is neither à pyramid nor 
& prism. 

Further, he defines parallelogrammaic (in the body of the definition parallel- 
sided) prisms as being those prisms which have six faces and have their 
opposite planes parallel. 





DEFINITION 14. 


Xéaipá écriw, Órav yusxvkdtov pevovons týs Suapérpov repuevexÜiv 7d 
Huictediov eis TÒ aitd máy aroxatacrabh, dev npato pépecGar, Tò wepirnpbev 
exüpa. 

The scholiast observes that this definition is not properly a definition of a 
sphere but a description of the mode of generating it. But it will be seen, in 
the last propositions of Book xri, why Euclid put the definition in this form. 
It is because it is this particular view of a sphere which he uses to prove that 
the vertices of the regular solids which he wishes to * comprehend ” in certain 
spheres do lie on the surfaces of those spheres. He proves in fact that the 
said vertices lie on semicircles described on certain diameters of the spheres. For 
the real definition the scholiast refers to Theodosius’ Sphaerica. But of course 
the proper definition was given much earlier. In Aristotle the characteristic 
of a sphere is that zts extremity is equally distant from its centre (10 ivov dréxew 
TOU pérov TÒ écxarov, De caelo 1. 14, 297 a 24). Heron (Def. 77) uses the 
same form as that in which Euclid defines the circle: A sphere zs a solid 
figure bounded by one surface, such that all the straight lines falling on it from 
one point of those which le within the figure are equal to one another. So the 
usual definition in the text-books: 4 sphere is a closed surface such that all 
points of tt are equidistant from a fixed point within tt. 


DEFINITION 15. 
" AEov 82 rhs abaípas rriv y pévovoa edOela, mepi ijv TÒ ŅuikýkMor aTpédera:. 


That azy diameter of a sphere may be called an axis is made clear by 
Heron (Def. 79). The diameter of the sphere is called an axis, and is any 
straight line drawn through the centre and bounded in both directions by the 
sphere, immovable, about which the sphere is moved and turned. Cf. Euclid's 
Def. 17. 


270 BOOK XI [x1 Derr. 16—18 


DEFINITION 16. 
Kévrpov 88 ris odaipas éoti rò abro, 8 Kal Tod ypsxuxAéov. 


Heron, Def. 78. The middle ( point) of the sphere is called ifs centre ; and 
this same point is also the centre of the hemisphere. 


DEFINITION 17. 


A , > T 
Arduerpos 88 ris odalpas éotiv bhea tis Bid ToU kévrpov rypévo Kai mepa- 
^ POS 
rounevy èh, ékárepa rà pépy trò THs émujaveías THs opaipas. 


DEFINITION 18. 


Kávós éoriv, Stav ópÜoycv(ov rprydvov pevotons pias mXevpüs rdv mepl Tiv 
ópÜTyv -yavíav vreptevexÜ&v và rpcyovov eis Tò ard táv åmokatastabh, dbev npEaro 
féperGar, 75 meprrnpber oxjpa. küv piv Xj pévovoa eùbeia lon Ñ rH} Morh [77] 
«epi vv opOhv repipepopevy, ópÜoyavios čorar ô xédvos, ùv dé éAdrruv, 4uBAv- 
yavios, dy Sé peilwr, ofvydvios. 


This definition, or rather description of the genesis, of a (right) cone is 
interesting on account of the second sentence distinguishing between right- 
angled, obtuse-angled and acute-angled cones. This distinction is quite 
unnecessary for Euclid’s purpose and is not used by him in Book xi1.; it is no 
doubt a relic of the method, still in use in Euclid’s time, by which the earlier 
Greek geometers produced conic sections, namely, by cutting right cones only 
by sections always perpendicular to an edge. With this system the parabola 
was a section of a right-angled cone, the hyperbola a section of an obtusé-angled 
cone, and the ellipse a section of an acute-angled cone. The conic sections were 
so called by Archimedes, and generally until Apollonius, who was the first to 
give the complete theory of their generation by means of sections not perpen- 
dicular to an edge, and from cones which are in general obligue circular cones. 
Thus Apollonius begins his Cozics with the more scientific definition of a cone. 
If, he says, a straight line infinite in length, and passing always through a fixed 
point, be made to move round the circumference of a circle which 1s not in the 
same plane with the point, so as to pass successively through every point of 
that circumference, the moving straight line will trace out the surface of a double 
cone, or two similar cones lying in opposite directions and meeting in the fixed 
point, which is the apex of each cone. The circle about which the straight line 
moves is called the dase of the cone lying between the said circle and the fixed 
point, and the axis is defined as the straight line drawn from the fixed point, 
or the apex, to the centre of the circle forming the base. Apollonius goes on 
to say that the cone is a scalene or obligue cone except in the particular case 
where the axis is perpendicular to the base. In this latter case it is a right 
cone. 

Archimedes called the right cone an isosceles cone. This fact, coupled 
with the appearance in his treatise On Conoids and Spheroids (7, 8, 9) of 
sections of acute-angled cones (ellipses) as sections of conical surfaces which are 
proved to be oblique circular cones by finding their circular sections, makes it 
sufficiently clear that Archimedes, if he had defined a cone, would have 
defined it in the same way as Apollonius does. 
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DEFINITION I9. 


y ` ^ r 3 ^ e 7 36) ^ * 4 x " z 
A£av 82 ToU kovov écrlv 7 pévovoa evÜcta, mepi Ñv TÒ Tpiywvov orpéderat. 


DEFINITION 20. 


Bács 52 6 xixdos ô brò ris wepipepopérys eüfeías ypapõpevos. 


DEFINITION 21. 

Kúňvôpós éarw, órav ópÜoyavíov mapaħàņàoypáuuov pevotons pias TÀevpüs 
TÓv wepl vv OpÜv ywviav mepievexGev 7d Tapaddydrdypappov eis rò aùrò máňv 
droxatacraby, bev jptato péperðan tò wrepriydhbey oxĝua. 

DEFINITION 22. 


"A£ay 8 rod kvdiv8pov éortiv 4 pévovoa eiÜcia, rept Ñv TÒ wapadhyhoypappov 
orpépera. 


DEFINITION 23. 


"d A e ^ € e > ^ . , £ bv ^ 
Báces 88 oi kóxAot oi brò Gv daevavriov repayopévov Sto  mAevpóv 
ypapepevot, 


DEFINITION 24. 


"0 ^ ^ ix. à. , * t I y ^ *. 8. , ^ , 
porot kQvot Kal Kidevdpol elow, dv of re d£oves Kal ai Sudperpor Tv [Jümeov 
&vdAoyóv ecw. 


DEFINITION 25. 


z > 5 ^ ` € xa n y H 
Kóflos éori oxfjpo. orepedv urd & rerpa-yóvav lowav septexápevov. 


DEFINITION 26. 


5 , , 2 ^ * eon > >, 7 v ^ s 4 
Oxráeüpóv ori oyjua orepedy bd Okrb tprydvev icwv kal loomAeUpov 
Tepiexóp.evov. 


DEFINITION 27. 


EH + z 2 ^ ^ £N y z » MEE J ^ 
EixocdeOpóv écrt oxypa oTepeóv jTÓ ekort Tpryavov igwv Kat igomAeUpov 
mepieyópevov. 


DEFINITION 28. 


x ` 
Awdexdedpov éott oyua orepedy rò Sudexa mevra-yovav toov kal laomAcópav 
ka looywviwy vepiexóp.evov. 


BOOK XI. PROPOSITIONS. 


PROPOSITION I. 


A part of a straight line cannot be 1n the plane of reference 
and a part zn a plane more elevated. 


For, if possible, let a part AB of the straight line ABC 
be in the plane of reference, and a part 
BC in a plane more elevated. 

There will then be in the plane of 
reference some straight line continuous 
with AZ in a straight line. 

Let it be BD ; 
therefore 44 7 is a common segment of the 
two straight lines ABC, ABD: 
which is impossible, inasmuch as, if we 
describe a circle with centre 7 and distance 
AB, the diameters will cut off unequal circumferences of the : 
circle. 

Therefore a part of a straight line cannot be in the plane 
of reference, and a part in a plane more elevated. 


C 





Q. E. D. 


1. the plane of reference, rò troxeluevoy éxlredov, the plane laid down or assumed. 
2. more elevated, uereoporépo. 


'There is no doubt that the proofs of the first three propositions are 
unsatisfactory owing to the fact that Euclid is not able to make any use of his 
definition of a plane for the purpose of these proofs, and they really depend 
upon truths which can only be assumed as axiomatic. The definition of a plane 
as that surface which lies evenly with the straight lines on itself, whatever its 
exact meaning may be, is nowhere appealed to as a criterion to show whether 
a particular surface is or is not a plane. If the meaning of it is what I conjec- 
ture in the note on Book 1., Def. 7 (Vol. 1. p. 171), if, namely, it only tries to 
express without an appeal to sight what Plato meant by the “ middle covering 
the extremities” (i.e. apparently, in the case of a plane, the fact that a plane 
looked at edgewise takes the form of a straight line), then it is perhaps 
possible to connect the definition with a method of generating a plane which 
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has commended itself to many writers as giving a better definition. Thus, if 
we conceive a straight line in space and a point outside it placed so that, in 
Plato’s words, the line “covers” the point as we look at them, the line wili 
also “cover” every straight line which passes through the given point and 
some one point on the given straight line. Hence, if a straight line passing 
always through a fixed point moves in such a way as to pass successively 
through every point of a given straight line which does not contain the given 
point, the moving straight line describes a surface which satisfies the Euclidean 
definition of a plane as I have interpreted it. But if we adopt the definition 
of a plane as the surface described by a straight line which, passing through a 
given point, turns about it in such a way as always to intersect a given straight 
line not passing through the given point, this definition, though it would help us 
to prove Eucl. x1. 2, does not give us the fundamental properties of a plane; 
some postulate is necessary in addition. The same is true even if we take a 
definition which gives more than is required to determine a plane, the defini- 
tion known as Simson’s, though it is at least as early as the time of Theon of 
Smyrna, who says (p. 112, 5) that a plane zs a surface. such that, if a straight line 
meet it in two points, the straight line lies wholly in it (6Ay aùr epappolera). 
This is also called the axiom of the plane. (For some attempts to grove this on 
the basis of other definitions of a plane see my note on the definition of a péane 
surface, 1. Def. 7.) If this definition or axiom be assumed, Prop. 1 becomes 
evident, for, as Legendre says, “ In accordance with the definition of the plane, 
when a straight line has two points common with a plane, it lies wholly in the 
plane.” 

Euclid practically assumes the axiom when he says in this proposition 
“there will be in the plane of reference some straight line continuous with 
AB.” Clavius tries, unsuccessfully, to deduce this from Euclid’s own 
definition of a plane; and he seems to admit his 
failure, because he proceeds to try another tack. p 
Draw, he says, in the plane DZ, the straight line 
CG at right angles to AC, and, again in the plane 
DE, CF at right angles to CG [r. 11]. Then AC, 
CF make right angles with CG in the same plane; 
therefore (1. 14) ACF is a straight line. But this 
does not really help, because Euclid assumes tacitly, 
in Book 1. as well as Book xr, that a straight line joining two points. in a 
plane lies wholly in that plane. 

A curious point in Euclid’s proof is the reason given why two straight lines 
cannot have a common segment. The argument is precisely that of the 
* proof" of the same thing given by Proclus on 1. 1 (see note on Book r. 
Post. 2, Vol. 1. p. 197) and is of course inconclusive. The fact that two 
straight lines cannot have a common segment must be taken to be involved 
in the definition of, and the postulates relating to, the straight line; and the 
** proof" given here can hardly, I should say, be Euclid’s, though the interpo- 
lation, if it be such, must have been made very early. 

The proof assumes too that a circle can be described so as to cut BA, BC 
and BD, or, in other words, it assumes that 4D, BC are in one plane; that 
is, Prop. 1 as we have it really assumes the result of Prop. 2. There is there- 
fore ground for Simson's alteration of the proof (after the point where BD has 
been taken in the given plane in a straight line with 48) to the following : 


“Let any plane pass through the straight line 42D and be turned about it 
until it pass through the point C. 


E 
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And, because the points B, C are in this plane, the straight line BC is 
in it. [Simson’s def.] 
Therefore there are two straight lines ABC, ABD in the same plane that 
have a common segment 4B: 
which is impossible." . 

Simson, of course, justifies the last inference by reference to his Corollary 
to 1. 11, which, however, as we have seen, is not a valid proof of the assump- 
tion, which is really implied in 1. Post. 2. 

An alternative reading, perhaps due to Theon, says, after the words 
“which is impossible " in the Greek text, “for a straight line does not meet a 
straight line in more points than one; otherwise the straight lines will 
coincide." Simson (who however does not seem to have had the second 
clause beginning “otherwise” in the text which he used) attacks this alterna- 
tive reading in a rather confused note chiefly directed against a criticism by 
Thomas Simpson, without (as it seems to me) sufficient reason. It contains 
surely a legitimate argument. The supposed straight lines ABC, ABD meet 
in more than two points, namely in all the points between 4 and &. But two 
straight lines cannot have two points common without coinciding altogether ; 
therefore 4 BC must coincide with 422. 


PROPOSITION 2. 

Jf two straight lines cut one another, they are in one plane, 
and every triangle ts tn one plane. 

For let the two straight lines 4B, CD cut one another at 
the point Z; 

I say that 44, CD are in one plane, 
and every triangle is in one plane. 

For let points Z, G be taken at 
random on EC, EÐ, 
let CB, FG be joined, 
and let FH, GX be drawn across ; 

I say first that the triangle ECB is 
in one plane. 

For, if part of the triangle EC, 
either ZZZC or GBK, is in the plane of reference, and the rest 
in another, 

a part also of one of the straight lines ZC, EZ will be in the 
plane of reference, and a part in another. 

But, if the part FCBG of the triangle ECB be in the 
plane of reference, and the rest in another, 

a part also of both the straight lines EC, EB will be in the 
, plane of reference and a part in another : 
which was proved absurd. [xr. x] 
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Therefore the triangle ECZ is in one plane. 
But, in whatever plane the triangle EC is, in that plane 
also is each of the straight lines EC, EB, 


and, in whatever plane each of the straight lines EC, EP is, 
in that plane are AB, CD also. [xr. 1] 


Therefore the straight lines 42, CD are in one plane, 


and every triangle is in one plane. 
Q. E. D. 


It must be admitted that the “proof” of this proposition is not of any 
value. For one thing, Euclid only takes certain triangles and a certain 
quadrilateral respectively forming part of the original triangle, and argues 
about these. But, for anything we are supposed to know, there may be some 
part of the triangle bounded (let us say) by some curve which is not in the 
same plane with the triangle. 

We may agree with Simson that it would be preferable to enunciate the 
proposition as follows. 

Two straight lines which intersect are in one plane, and three straight lines 
which intersect two and two are in one plane. 

Adopting Smith and Bryant’s figure in preference to Simson’s, we suppose 
three straight lines PQ, RS, X Y to intersect 
two and two in 4, B, C. R 

Then Simson’s proof (adopted by Legen- 
dre also) proceeds thus. 

Let any plane pass through the straight 
line PQ, and let this plane be turned about 
PQ (produced indefinitely) as axis until it 
passes through the point C. 

Then, since the points 4, C are in this 
plane, the straight line 4C (and therefore 
the straight line AS produced indefinitely) 
lies wholly in the plane. [Simson’s def. ] 

For the same reason, since the points Z, C are in the plane, the straight 
line X Y lies wholly in the plane. 

Hence all three straight lines PQ, RS, X Y (and of course any pair of 
them) lie in one plane. 

But it has still to be proved that there is oz/y one plane passing through 
the three straight lines. 

This may be done, as in Mr Taylor's Euclid, thus. 

Suppose, if possible, that there are Zo different planes through A, B, C. 

The straight lines BC, CA, AB then lie wholly in each of the two planes. 

Now any straight line in one of the two planes must intersect at least two 
of the straight lines (produced if necessary) ; 





let it intersect two of them in Ķ, Z. 

Then, since X, Z are also in the second plane, the line EZ lies wholly in 
that plane. 

Hence every straight line in either of the planes lies wholly in the other 
also; and therefore the planes are coincident throughout their whole surface. 


18—2 
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It follows from the above that 
A plane is determined (i.e. uniquely determined) by any of the following data: 
(1) by three straight lines meeting one another two and two, 
(2) by three points not in a straight line, 
(3) dy two straight lines meeting one another, 
(4) dy a straight line and a point without it. 


PROPOSITION 3. 


f two planes cut one another, their common section ts a 
straight line. 


For let the two planes AB, BC cut one another, 
and let the line DB be their common 
section ; 
I say that the line DZ is a straight line. B 


For, if not, from D to & let the straight 

line DEB be joined in the plane 42, and 

in the plane BC the straight line DB. D A 
Then the two straight lines DEB, DEB 

will have the same extremities, and will é 

clearly enclose an area: 


which is absurd. 


Therefore DEB, DFB are not straight lines. 

Similarly we can prove that neither will there be any 
other straight line joined from 2 to B except DZ the common 
section of the planes 4, BC. 

Therefore etc. 

Q. E. D. 


I think Simson is right in objecting to the words after “which is absurd,” 
to the effect that DE B, DFB are not straight lines, and that neither can there 
be any other straight line joined from D to B except DB, as being unneces- 
sary. It is right to conclude at once from the absurdity that BD cannot dut 
be a straight line. 

Legendre makes his proof depend on Prop. 2. “For, if, among the points 
common to the two planes, three should be found which are not in a straight 
line, the two planes in question, each passing through three points, would only 
amount to one and the same plane.” [This of course assumes that three 
points determine one and oxdy one plane, which, strictly speaking, involves 
more than Prop. 2 itself, as shown in the last note. ] 

A favourite proposition in modern text-books is the following. The proof 
MES to be due to von Staudt (Killing, Grundlagen der Geometrie, Vol. 11. 
P- 43)- 
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Lf two planes meet in a point, they meet in a straight line. 

Let ABC, ADE be two given planes meeting 
at A. c 

Take any points Z, C lying on the plane ABC, B 
and not on the plane 4DE but on the same side 
of it. 

Join AB, AC, and produce BA to F 

Join CZ 

Then, since B, Fare on opposite sides of the 
plane ADE, 
C, Fare also on opposite sides of it. 

Therefore CF must meet the plane 4D£ in F 
some point, say G. 

Then, since A, G are both in each of the planes ABC, ADE, the straight 
line AG is in both planes. [Simson's def.] 





This is also the place to insert the proposition that, Zf three planes intersect 
two and two, their lines of intersection either meet in a point or are parallel two 
and two. 

Let there be three planes intersecting in the straight lines 42, CD, EF. 

B A 


Qe TEE 





E 


Now ABS, EF are in a plane; therefore they either meet in a point or are 
parallel. 
(1) Let them meet in O. 

Then O, being a point in 4B, lies in the plane 4D, and, being also a 
point in ZF, lies also in the plane Z2. 

Therefore O, being common to the planes 4D, DE, must lie on CD, the 
line of their intersection ; 
ie. CD, if produced, passes through O. 
(2) Let AB, EF not meet, but let them be parallel. 

Then CD cannot meet 4B ; for, if it did, it must necessarily meet ZA 
by the first case. 

Therefore CD, AB, being in one plane, are parallel. 

Similarly CD, EF are parallel. 


PROPOSITION 4. 


Lf a straight line be set up at right angles to two straight 
lines which cut one another, at their common point of section, 
z will also be at right angles to the plane through them. 
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For let a straight line EF be set up at right angles to the 
two straight lines 44, CD, which 
cut one another at the point Æ, 
from £; 


I say that AF is also at right 


angles to the plane through 4, A a 
CD. : 
For let AE, EB, CE, ED be D 


cut off equal to one another, 
and let any straight line GEH be drawn across through Æ, 


at random ; 

let AD, CB be joined, 

and further let A, FG, FD, FC, FH, FB be joined from 
the point F taken at random «on EF. 

Now, since the two straight lines 44, E are equal to 
the two straight lines CZ, Æ, and contain equal angles, [r. 15] 
therefore the base 4D is equal to the base C, 
and the triangle 4 ED will be equal to the triangle CEB; [1. 4] 
so that the angle DAZ is also equal to the angle ZAC. 

But the angle AZG is also equal to the angle BEH ; (1. 15] 
therefore AGE, BEH are two triangles which have two 
angles equal to two angles respectively, and one side equal 
to one side, namely that adjacent to the equal angles, that 
is to say, JAE to £P; 
therefore they will also have the remaining sides equal to the 
remaining sides. [i 26] 

Therefore GZ is equal to £H, and AG to BH. 

And, since AZ is equal to ZB, 
while FÆ is common and at right angles, 
therefore the base FA is equal to the base FB. [r 4] 

For the same reason 
FC is also equal to FD. 

And, since 4D is equal to CZ, 
and FA is also equal to FB, 
the two sides F4, AD are equal to the two sides FB, BC 
respectively ; 
and the base FD was proved equal to the base FC; 
therefore the angle FAD is also equal to the angle FBC. [r.8] 
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And since, again, 4G was proved equal to BA, 
and further FA also equal to FB, 
the two sides F4, AG are equal to the two sides FB, BH. 
And the angle FAG was proved equal to the angle ZZ; 
therefore the base FG is equal to the base FX. [t. 4] 


Now since, again, GE was proved equal to ZH, 
and E is common, 
the two sides GZ, E are equal to the two sides ZZ, EF; 
and the base FG is equal to the base 777; 
therefore the angle GE is equal to the angle HEF. [. 8] 
Therefore each of the angles GEF, HEF is right. 


Therefore FE is at right angles to. GH drawn at random 
through Æ. 


Similarly we can prove that FE wil also make right 
angles with all the straight lines which meet it and are in the 
plane of reference. 

But a straight line is at right angles to a plane when it 
makes right angles with all the straight lines which meet it 
and are in that same plane; [xi. Def. 3] 
therefore FE is at right angles to the plane of reference. 


But the plane of reference is the plane through the straight 
lines 4B, CD. l 
Therefore FÆ is at right angles to the plane through 
AB, CD. 
Therefore etc. 
Q. E. D. 


The steps to be successively proved in order to establish this proposition 
by Euclid’s method are 


(1) triangles AED, BEC equal in all respects, [by 1. 4] 
(2) triangles 4.EG, BEA equal in all respects, — [by 1. 26] 
so that 4G is equal to BH, and GE to E, 

(3) triangles AEA, BEF equal in all respects, [r 4] 


so that AF is equal to BF, 
(4) likewise triangles CEF, DEF, 
so that CF is equal to DF, 


(5) triangles FAD, FBC equal in all respects, [1. 8] 
so that the angles FAG, FB are equal, 
(6) triangles “AG, #BH equal in all respects, [by (2), (3), (5) and 1. 4]« 


so that FG is equal to ZZ, 
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(7) triangles FEG, FEH equal in all respects, [by (2), (6) and 1. 8] 
so that the angles MEG, FEH are equal, 
and therefore FZ is at right angles to GĦ. 

In consequence of the length of the above proof others have been 
suggested, and the proof which now finds most general acceptance is that of 
Cauchy, which is as follows. . 

Let AB be perpendicular to two straight lines BC, BD in the plane MNV 
at their point of intersection Z. 

In the plane MN draw BE, any straight line 
through B. 7 

Join CD, and let CD meet ZE in £. 

Produce 48 to Z so that BF is equal to AB. 

Join AC, AE, AD, CF, EF, DF. 

Since BC is perpendicular to A4 at its 
middle point 2, 

AC is equal to CF. 

Similarly 4D is equal to DF 

Since in the triangles 4CD, FCD the two 
sides 4C, CD are respectively equal to the two 
sides FC, CD, and the third sides 4D, FD are 
also equal, 





the angles 4 CD, FCD are equal. [1. 8] 
The triangles 4 CZ, FCE thus have two sides and the included angle 
equal, whence 


EA is equal to EF. (i. 4] 
The triangles 4 B.E, FBE have now all their sides equal respectively ; 
therefore the angles 48 E, FBE are equal, fr. 8] 


and 4B is perpendicular to BL. 
And BZ is in any straight line through .Z in the plane MN. 


Legendre’s proof is not so easy, but it is interesting. We are first required 
to draw through any point Æ within the angle 
CBD a straight line CD bisected at Z. 

To do this we draw .£X parallel to DB 
meeting BC in E, and then mark off KC equal 
to BK. 

CE is then joined and produced to D; and 
CD is the straight line required. 

Now, joining 4C, AZ, AD in the figure 
above, we have, since CD is bisected at E, 
(x) in the triangle ACD, 

AC+ AD -Z2AE + 2ED?, 
and also (2) in the triangle BCD, 
BC+ BD =2BE* + 285D. 

Subtracting, and remembering that the triangles ABC, ABD are right- 
angled, so that 





AC- BC? = AB, 
and AD- BD = AB’, 
we have 24B -24EB 2BE, 
or AP =AB + BE, | 
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whence [1. 48] the angle ABE is a right angle, and AZ is perpendicular 
to BE. 


It follows of course from this proposition that the perpendicular AZ is the 
shortest distance from A to the plane MN. 
And it can readily be proved that, 


Lf from a point without a plane oblique straight lines be drawn to the plane, 


(1) those meeting the plane at equal distances from the foot of the perpendicular 
are equal, and 


(2) of two straight lines meeting the plane at unequal distances from the foot of 
the perpendicular, the more remote is the greater. 
Lastly, it is easily seen that 


From a point outside a plane only one perpendicular can be drawn to that 
plane. 


For, if possible, let there be two perpendiculars. Then a plane can be 
drawn through them, and this will cut the original plane in a straight line. 

This straight line and the two perpendiculars will form a plane triangle 
which has two right angles: which is impossible. 


PROPOSITION 5. 


Jf a straight line be set up at right angles to three straight 
lines which meet one another, at their common point of section, 
the three straight lines are in one plane. 


For let a straight line 42 be set up at right angles to the 
three straight lines BC, BD, BE, at 
their point of meeting at 7; 

I say that BC, BD, BE are in one plane. 

For suppose they are not, but, if 
possible, let BD, BE be in the plane of 
reference and AC in one more elevated ; 
let the plane through 245, BC be 
produced ; 
it will thus make, as common section in the plane of reference, 
a straight line. [x1 3] 

Let it make BF: 

Therefore the three straight lines A42, BC, BF are in one 
plane, namely that drawn through 4S, BC. 





Now, since AZ is at right angles to each of the straight 
lines BD, BE, 


therefore AZ is also at right angles to the plane through 
BD, BE. [xL 4] 
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But the plane through BD, BE is the plane of reference ; 
therefore 4Z is at right angles to the plane of reference. 


Thus AZ will also make right angles with all the straight 
lines which meet it and are in the plane of reference. 
[x1. Def. 3] 
But &F which is in the plane of reference meets it ; 


therefore the angle 4 AF is right. 

But, by hypothesis, the angle 44 AC is also right ; 
therefore the angle 4 BF is equal to the angle ABC. 

And they are in one plane: 
which is impossible. 

Therefore the straight line BC is not in a more elevated 
plane ; 
therefore the three straight lines BC, BD, BE are in one 
plane. 


Therefore, if a straight line be set up at right angles to 
three straight lines, at their point of meeting, the three straight 
lines are in one plane. Q. E. D. 


It follows that, zf a right angle be turned about one of the straight lines 
containing it the other will describe a plane. 

At any point in a straight line it is possible to draw only one plane which 
is at right angles to the straight line. 

One such plane can be found by taking any two planes through the given 
straight line, drawing perpendiculars to the straight 
line in the respective planes, e.g. Z0, CO in the 
planes AOL, AOC, each perpendicular to AO, 
and then drawing a plane (BOC) through the 
perpendiculars. 

If there were another plane through O per- 
pendicular to 40, it must meet the plane through 
AO and some perpendicular to it as OC in a 
straight line OC’ different from OC. 

Then, by xr. 4, AOC” is a right angle, and in 
the same plane with the right angle 4OC: which is impossible. 





Next, one plane and only one can be drawn through a point outside a straight 
line at right angles to that line. 

Let P be the given point, 47 the given straight 
line. 

In the plane through P and AB, draw PO per- 
pendicular to 48, and through O draw another straight 
line OQ at right angles to AB. 

Then the plane through OP, OQ is perpendicular 
to AB. 

If there were another plane through P perpendicular 
to AB, either 
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(x) it would intersect 4B at O but not pass through OQ, or 
(2) it would intersect 48 at a point different from OC. 
In either case, an absurdity would result. 


PROPOSITION 6. 


Jf two straight lines be at right angles to the same plane, 
the straight lines will be parallel. 


For let the two straight lines 4B, CD be at right angles 
to the plane of reference ; 
I say that AZ is parallel to CD. 


For let them meet the plane of 
reference at the points 2, D, 


let the straight line BD be joined, j 
D 


let DZ be drawn, in the plane of 
reference, at right angles to BD, 


let DE be made equal to 4B, 
and let BE, AE, AD be joined. 


rey A 





E 


Now, since AZ is at right angles to the plane of reference, 
it will also make right angles with all the straight lines which 
meet it and are in the plane of reference. [xr. Def. 3] 

But each of the straight lines BD, BZ is in the plane of 
reference and meets 48; 


therefore each of the angles ABD, ABE is right. 
For the same reason 


each of the angles CB, CDE is also right: 


And, since 4 is equal to DE, 
and BD is common, 
the two sides 42, BD are equal to the two sides ED, DB; 
and they include right angles ; 
therefore the base 4D is equal to the base BL. [. 4] 


And, since AB is equal to DE, 
while 44 D is also equal to BL, 
the two sides 48, BE are equal to the two sides ED, DA ; 
and AZ is their common base; 


therefore the angle A4 E is equal to the angle EDA. — [x 8] 
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But the angle AZ is right; 
therefore the angle ÆDA is also right; 
therefore £D is at right angles to DA. 
But it is also at right angles to each of the straight lines 
BD, DC; 
therefore ED is set up at right angles to the three straight 
lines BD, DA, DC at their point of meeting ; 
therefore the three straight lines BD, DA, DC are in one 
plane. [xr. 5] 
But, in whatever plane DB, DA are, in that plane is AB 
also, 
for every triangle is in one plane ; (x1. 2] 
therefore the straight lines 48, BD, DC are in one plane. 
And each of the angles dBD, BDC is right; 
therefore AZ is parallel to CD. [1. 28] 
'Therefore etc. Q. E. D. 


If anyone wishes to convince himself of the real necessity for some 
general agreement as to the order in which propositions in elementary 
geometry should be taken, let him contemplate the hopeless result of too 
much independence on the part of editors in the matter of this proposition 
and its converse, XI. 8. 

Legendre adopts a different, and elegant, method of proof ; but he applies 
it to x1. 8, which he gives first, and then deduces xi. 6 from it by reductio ad 
absurdum. Dr Mehler uses Legendre's method of proof but applies it to 
XI. 6, and then gives x1. 8 as a deduction from it. Lardner follows Legendre. 
Holgate, the editor of a recent American book, gives Euclid's proof of x1 6 
and deduces x1. 8 by reductio ad absurdum. His countrymen, Schultze and 
Sevenoak, give x1. 8 first, but put it after, and deduce it from, Eucl. x1. 1o; 
they then give x1. 6, practically as a deduction from x1. 8 by reductio ad 
absurdum, after a proposition corresponding to Eucl. Xt. 11 and 12, and a 
corollary to the effect that through a given point one and only one perpen- 
dicular can be drawn to a given plane. 

We will now give the proof of xi. 6 by Legendre's method (adopted by 
Smith and Bryant as well as by Mehler). 

Let 42, CD be both perpendicular to the 
same plane MN. 

Join BD. 

Now, since BD meets 42, CD, both of 
which are perpendicular to the plane MN in 
which AD is, 
the angles ABD, CDB are right angles. 


AB, CD will therefore be parallel provided 
that they are in the same plane. N 
Through D draw ED, in the plane MN, 
at right angles to BD, and make ED equal to DF 





A [e 
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Join BZ, BF, AE, AD, AF. 
Then the triangles BDE, BDF are equal in all respects (by 1. 4), so that 
BE is equal to BF. 


It follows, since the angles ABZ, ABF are right, that the triangles ABE, 
A BF are equal in all respects, and 


AE is equal to AZ. 


[Mehler now argues elegantly thus. If CZ, C7 be also joined, it is clear 
that 
CE is equal to CF 


Hence each of the four points 4, B, C, D is equidistant from the two 
points Æ, Æ. 
Therefore the points A, B, C, D are in one plane, so that AB, CD are 
arallel. 
5 If, however, we do not use the locus of points equidistant from two fixed 
points, we proceed as follows.] 
The triangles 42D, AFD have their sides equal respectively ; 


hence [1. 8] the angles 4DE, ADF are equal, 
so that ED is at right angles to 4D. 
Thus .£2 is at right angles to BD, AD, CD; 
therefore CD is in the plane through 4D, BD. [xi. 5] 
But AF is in that same plane; [x1. 2] 
therefore 4.5, CD are in the same plane. 
And the angles ABD, CDB are right ; 
therefore AB, CD are parallel. 


PROPOSITION 7. 


Jf two straight lines be parallel and points be taken at 
random on each of them, the straight line zotning the points ds 
in the same plane with the parallel straight lines. 


Let AB, CD be two parallel straight lines, 
and let points Æ, F be taken at random 
on them respectively ; E 
I say that the straight line joining the 


points Æ, F is in the same plane with G 
the parallel straight lines. 
For suppose it is not, but, if possible, © F D 
let it be in a more elevated plane as 
EGF, 


and let a plane be drawn through EGF; 


it will then make, as section in the plane of reference, a 
straight line. [x1. 3] 
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Let it make it, as AF; 
therefore the two straight lines EGF, EF will enclose an 
area : 
which is impossible. 

Therefore the straight line joined from Æ to F is not in a 
plane more elevated ; 


therefore the straight line joined from Æ to / is in the plane 
through the parallel straight lines 447, CD. 


Therefore etc. 
Q. E. D. 


It is true that this proposition, in the form in which Euclid enunciates it, 
is hardly necessary if the plane is defined as a surface such that, if any two 
points be taken in it, the straight line joining them lies wholly in the surface. 
But Euclid did not give this definition; and, moreover, Prop. 2 would be 
usefully supplemented by a proposition which should prove that zwo parallel 
straight lines determine a plane (i.c. one plane and one only) which also 
contains all the straight lines which join a point on one of the parallels to a point 
on the other. That there cannot be zwo planes through a pair of parallels 
would be proved in the same way as we prove that two or three intersecting 
straight lines cannot be in two different planes, inasmuch as each transversal 
lying in one of the two supposed planes through the parallels would lie wholly 
in the other also, so that the two supposed planes must coincide throughout 
(cf. note on Prop. 2 above). 

But, whatever be the value of the proposition as it is, Simson seems to 
have spoilt it completely. He leaves out the construction of a plane through 
EGF, which, as Euclid says, must cut the plane containing the parallels in 
a straight line; and, instead, he says, “In the plane ABCD in which the 
parallels are draw the straight line ÆHF from Æ to Æ” Now, although we 
can easily draw a straight line from Æ to Æ to claim that we can draw it Zz 
the plane in which the parallels areis surely to assume the very result which is 
to be proved. All that we could properly say is that the straight line joining 
£ to F is in some plane which contains the parallels; we do not know that 
there is no more than ove such plane, or that the parallels determine a plane 
uniquely, without some such argument as that which Euclid gives. 

Nor can I subscribe to the remarks in Simson's note on the proposition. 
He says (1) * This proposition has been put into this book by some unskilful 
editor, as is evident from this, that straight lines which are drawn from one 
point to another in a plane are, in the preceding books, supposed to be in that 
plane; and if they were not, some demonstrations in which one straight line 
1s supposed to meet another would not be conclusive. For instance, in 
Prop. 30, Book 1, the straight line GX would not meet ZF, if GK were not in 
the plane in which are the parallels 48, CD, and in which, by hypothesis, the 
straight line ÆZ is.” But the subject-matter of Book 1. and Book xt. is quite 
different ; in Book 1. everything is in one plane, and when.Euclid, in defining 
parallels, says they are straight lines Zu the same plane etc., he only does so 
because he must, in order to exclude non-intersecting straight lines which are 
not parallel. ‘Thus in 1. 30 there is nothing wrong in assuming that there may 
be three parallels in one plane, and that the straight line GZZE cuts all three. 
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But in Book xr. it becomes a question whether there can be more than one 
plane through parallel straight lines. 

Simson goes on to say (2) “ Besides, this 7th Proposition is demonstrated 
by the preceding 3rd ; in which the very same thing which is proposed to be 
demonstrated in the 7th is twice assumed, viz., that the straight line drawn 
from one point to another in a plane is in that plane.” But there is nothing 
in Prop. 3 about a plane in which two parallel straight lines are; therefore 
there is no assumption of the result of Prop. 7. What is assumed is that, 
given two points in @ plane, they can be joined by a straight line in the plane: 
a legitimate assumption. 

Lastly, says Simson, * And the same thing-is assumed in the preceding 
6th Prop. in which the straight line which joins the points B, D that are in 
the plane to which 4B and C2 are at right angles is supposed to be in that 
plane.” Here again there is no question of a plane in which two parallels are ; 
so that the criticism here, as with reference to Prop. 3, appears to rest on a 
misapprehension. 


Proposition 8. 


Jf two straight lines be parallel, and one of them be at 
right angles to any plane, the remaining one will also be at 
right angles to the same plane. 

Let AB, CD be two parallel straight lines, 


and let one of them, 44 P, be at right 
angles to the plane of reference ; 
I say that the remaining one, CD, will 


also be at right angles to the same N 

plane. LAN 
For let 44, CD meet the plane of EST. 

reference at the points B, D, 

and let BD be joined; 


therefore 484, CD, BD are in one plane. [xi 7] 
Let DE be drawn, in the plane of reference, at right angles 

to 5D, 

let DE be made equal to 4B, 

and let BE, AE, AD be joined. 


A Cc 


Now, since AZ is at right angles to the plane of reference, 
therefore AZ is also at right angles to all the straight lines 
which meet it and are in the plane of reference ; [x1. Def. 3] 
therefore each of the angles 42D, ABE is right. 


And, since the straight line BD has fallen on the parallels 
AB CD, 
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therefore the angles 4BD, CDB are equal to two right 

angles. (1. 29] 
But the angle A422 is right; 

therefore the angle CZ is also right ; 

therefore CD is at right angles to BD. 


And, since 4B is equal to DE, 
and BD is common, 
the two sides 4B, BD are equal to the two sides ED, DB; 
and the angle ABD is equal to the angle £D, 
for each is right ; 
therefore the base AD is equal to the base BL. 


And, since AB is equal to DE, 
and BE to AD, 
the two sides 48, BE are equal to the two sides ED, DA 
respectively, 
and AZ is their common base ; 
therefore the angle ABE is equal to the angle EDA. 
But the angle ABE is right ; 
therefore the angle EDA is also right ; 
therefore £D is at right angles to AD. 


But it is also at right angles to DŻ ; 
therefore ÆD is also at right angles to the plane through 
BD, DA. [xr. 4] 

Therefore ED will also make right angles with all the 
straight lines which meet it and are in the plane through 
BD, DA. 

But DC is in the plane through BD, DA, inasmuch as 
AB, BD are in the plane through BD, DA, (xt. 2] 
and DC is also in the plane in which 4B, BD are. 

Therefore E D is at right angles to DC, 
so that CD is also at right angles to DE. 


But C2 is also at right angles to BD. 
Therefore CD is set up at right angles to the two straight 


lines DZ, DB which cut one another, from the point of section 
at D; 
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so that CD is also at right angles to the plane through 
DE, DB. [x1 4] 


But the plane through DE, DB is the plane of reference ; 
therefore CD is at right. angles to the plane of reference. 


Therefore etc. 
Q. E. D. 


Simson objects to the words which explain why DC is in the plane through 
BD, DA, viz. “inasmuch as AB, BD are in the plane through BD, DA, and 
DC is also in.the plane in which 48, BD are,” as being too roundabout. 
He concludes that they are corrupt or interpolated, and that we ought only to 
have the words * because all three are in the plane in which are the parallels 
AB, CD” (by Prop. 7 preceding) But I think Euclid's words can be 
defended. Prop. 7 says nothing of a plane determined by zwo transversals as 
BD, DA are. Hence it is natural to say that DC is in the same plane in 
which 4.8, BD are [Prop. 7], and 48, BD are in the same plane as BD, 
DA [Prop. 2], so that DC is in the plane through BD, DA. 

Legendre's alternative proof is split by him into two propositions. 


(1) Ze AB be a perpendicular to the plane MN and EF a line situated in that 
plane ; if from B, the foot of the perpendicular, BD be drawn perpendicular to 
EF, and AD be joined, I say that AD will be perpendicular to EF. 


(2) Jf AB is perpendicular to the plane MN, every straight line CD parallel to 
AB will be perpendicular to the same plane. 


To prove both propositions together we suppose CD given, join BD, 
and draw ÆF perpendicular to 6D in the 
plane MN. 

(x) As before, we make DZ equal to DF and 
join BE, BF, AE, AF. 

Then, since the angles BDZ, BDF are 
right, and DE, DF equal, 

BE is equal to BF. [1. 4] 

And, since 4B is perpendicular to the 
plane, 





the angles 48 E, ABF are both right. 
Therefore, in the triangles ABZ, ABF, 
AE is equal to AF [r. 4] 


Lastly, in the triangles 4DE, ADAF, since AF is equal to AF, and DE 
to DF, while AD is common, 


the angle ADZ is equal to the angle ADF, [1. 8] 
so that 4D is perpendicular to EF 


(2) ÆD being thus perpendicular to DA, and also (by construction) 
perpendicular to DZ, 


ED is perpendicular to the plane ADB. [xr. 4] 
But CD, being parallel to 42, is in the plane ABD; 
therefore ÆD is perpendicular to CD. [xr. Def. 3] 


H. E. III. I9 
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Also, since 48, CD are parallel, 
and ABD is a right angle, 
CDB is also a right angle. 

Thus CD is perpendicular to both DZ and DB, and therefore to the 
plane MN through DZ, DB. 


PROPOSITION 9. 


Straight lines which are parallel to the same straight line 
and are not in the same plane with tt are also parallel to one 
another. 


For let each of the straight lines 445, CD be parallel to 
EF, not being in the same plane 


with it; B H A 
I say that 44 P is parallel to CD. 

For let a point G betakenat F G E 
random on ZF, 
and from it let there be drawn D - k 7$9 


GH, in the plane through ZF, 
AB, at right angles to EZ, and GX in the plane through 
FE, CD again at right angles to EF. 


Now, since ZF is at right angles to each of the straight 
lines GH, GK, 


therefore ZF is also at right angles to the plane through 
GH, GK. [xi 4] 
And £F is parallel to 48; 


therefore AZ is also at right angles to the plane through 
HG, GK. [xi. 8] 


For the same reason 
CD is also at right angles to the plane through ZG, GK; 


therefore each of the straight lines 48, CD is at right angles 
to the plane through HG, GK. 


But, if two straight lines be at right angles to the same 
plane, the straight lines are parallel ; [xı 6] 
therefore AZ is parallel to CD. 

Q. E. D. 
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PROPOSITION 10. 


Jf two straight lines meeting one another be parallel to 
two straight lines meeting one another not in the same plane, 
they will contain equal angles. 


For let the two straight lines 48, BC meeting one 
another be parallel to the two straight lines DE, ZF meeting 
one another, not in the same plane; 


I say that the angle ABC is equal to the angle DEF. 


SA 


P / 


For let BA, BC, ED, EF be cut off equal to one another, 
and let 4D, CF, BE, AC, DF be joined. 


Now, since BA is equal and parallel to ED, 

therefore 4D is also equal and parallel to BZ. [x 33] 
For the same reason 

CF is also equal and parallel to BZ. 


Therefore each of the straight lines 4D, CF is equal and 
parallel to BL. 

But straight lines which are parallel to the same straight . 
line and are not in the same plane with it are parallel to one 
another ; [xt. 9] 


therefore AD is parallel and equal to CF. 
And AC, DF join them ; 
therefore ACT is also equal and parallel to DF. [r 33] 
Now, since the two sides 48, BC are equal to the two 
sides DE, EF, 
and the base 4C is equal to the base DAF, — 
therefore the angle ABC is equal to the angle DEF. [. 8] 
Therefore etc. 
Q. E. D. 


19—2 
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The result of this proposition does not appear to be quoted in Euclid until 
xit 3; but Euclid no doubt inserted it here advisedly, because it has the 
effect of incidentally proving that the “inclination of two planes to one 
another,” as defined in x1. Def. 6, is one and the same angle at whatever 
point of the common section the plane angle measuring it is drawn. 


PROPOSITION II. 


From a given elevated point to draw a straight line perpen- 
dicular to a given plane. 


Let A be the given elevated point, and the plane of 
reference the given plane; 
thus it is required to draw from the 
point 4 a straight line perpendicular to A 
the plane of reference. N 


Let any straight line BC be drawn, 
at random, in the plane of reference, E 
and let 4D be drawn from the point 4 md 
perpendicular to BC. [1 12] 

If then AD is also perpendicular to 
the plane of reference, that which was 
enjoined will have been done. 


But, if not, let DZ be drawn from the point D at right 


angles to BC and in the plane of reference, fx. 11] 
let AF be drawn from 4 perpendicular to DZ, (x. 12] 
and let GH be drawn through the point F parallel to BC. 

[L 31] 


Now, since AC is at right angles to each of the straight 
lines DA, DE, 


therefore BC is also at right angles to the plane through 

ED, DA. [xi. 4] 
And GH is parallel to it ; 

but, if two straight lines be parallel, and one of them be at 

right angles to any plane, the remaining one will also be at 

right angles to the same plane; [x:. 8] 


therefore GH is also at right angles to the plane through 
ED, DA. 
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Therefore GZ is also at right angles to all the straight 
lines which meet it and are in the plane through 2D, DA. 
[xi. Def. 3] 
But AF meets it and is in the plane through ED, DA ; 
therefore GH is at right angles to FA, 
so that F4 is also at right angles to GH. 
But AF is also at right angles to DZ ; 


therefore AF is at right angles to each of the straight lines 
GH, DE. 


But, if a straight line be set up at right angles to two 
straight lines which cut one another, at the point of section, 
it will also be at right angles to the plane through them; [xr. 4] 


therefore FA is at right ducis to the plane through £D, GH. 
But the plane through ED, GH is the plane of reference ; 
therefore AF is at right angles to the plane of reference. 


Therefore from the given elevated point A the straight 
line AF has been drawn perpendicular to the plane of 
reference. 


Q. E. F. 


The text-books differ in the form which they give to this proposition rather 
than in substance. They commonly assume the construction of a plane 
through the point 4 at right angles to any straight line BC in the given plane 
(the construction being effected in the manner shown at the end of the note 
on XI. 5 above). The advantage of this method is that it enables a 
perpendicular to be drawn from a point iz the plane also, by the same 
construction. (Where the letters for the two figures differ, those referring to 
the second figure are put in brackets.) 





M 

We can include the construction of the plane through 4 perpendicular to. 
BC, and make the whole into one proposition, thus. 

B C being any straight line in the given plane MN, draw AD perpendicu- 
lar to BC. 

In any plane passing through BC but not through 4 draw DZ at right 
angles to BC. 

Through DA, DE draw a plane; this will intersect the given plane MNV 
in a straight line, as ED (AD). 

In the plane 4G draw AH perpendicular to FG (4D). 

Then 4Z is the perpendicular required. 
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In the plane MN, through # in the first figure and 4 in the second, draw 
KT parallel to BC. . : 

Now, since BC is perpendicular to both DA and DE, B C is perpendicular 
to the plane AG. . [xr 

Therefore KZ, being parallel to BC, is also perpendicular to the plane 
AG [xi. 8], and therefore to 4 which meets it and is in that plane. 

` Therefore 4A is perpendicular to both ZD (AD) and KZ at their point 

of intersection. 

Therefore 4 is perpendicular to the plane MN. 


Thus we have solved the problem in xi. 12 as well as that in XI. 11; and 
this direct method of drawing a perpendicular to a plane from a point zz it is 
obviously preferable to Euclid’s method by which the construction of a 
perpendicular to a plane from a point without it is assumed, and a line is 
merely drawn from a point in the plane parallel to the perpendicular obtained 
in XI. 11. 


PROPOSITION 12. 
To set up a straight line at right angles to a given plane 
Jom a given point tn zt. 
Let the plane of reference be the given plane, 
and 4 the point in it; 


thus it is required to set up from the point 
A a straight line at right angles to the 
plane of reference. 


Let any elevated point Z be conceived, 
from B let BC be drawn perpendicular to 


the plane of reference, [xr. 11] 
and through the point 4 let 4D be drawn 
parallel to BC. [1. 31] 


Then, since 4D, CB are two parallel straight lines, 
while one of them, BC, is at right angles to the plane of 
reference, 


therefore the remaining one, 4D, is also at right angles to 
the plane of reference. [xr. 8] 


Therefore AD has been set up at right angles to the given 
plane from the point A in it. 


Q. E. F. 
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PROPOSITION 13. 


From the same poznt two straight lines cannot be set up at 
right angles to the same plane on the same side. 


For, if possible, from the same point 4 let the two straight 
lines AB, AC be set up at right 
angles to the plane of reference and on 
the same side, 


and let a plane be drawn genes BA, 
AC; 


it will then make, as section through 4 
in the plane of reference, a straight line. 
[ki 3] 





Let it make DAZ ; 
therefore the straight lines 4B, AC, DAE are in one plane. 


And, since C4 is at right angles to the plane of reference, 
it will also make right angles with all the straight lines which 
meet it and are in the plane of reference. [xr. Def. 3] 

But DAZ meets it and is in the plane of reference; 


therefore the angle CAE is right. 


For the same reason 
the angle BAZ is also right; 
therefore the angle C4 E is equal to the angle BAL. 
And they are in one plane: 
which is impossible. 
Therefore etc. 


Simson added words to this as follows: 


** Also, from a point above a plane there can be but one perpendicular to 
that plane; for, if there could be two, they would be parallel to one another 
[xi. 6], which is absurd.” 


Euclid does not give this result, but we have already had it in the note 
above to XI, 4 (ad fin.). 
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PROPOSITION 14. 


Planes to which the same straight line 1s at right angles 
will be parallel. 


For let any straight line AZ be at right angles to each of 
the planes CD, EF; 


I say that the planes are 
parallel. 


For, if not, they will meet 
when produced. 
Let them meet ; 


they will then make, as 
common section, a straight line. [xr 3] 


Let them make GH; 
let a point X be taken at random on GH, 
and let AK, BK be joined. 
Now, since 4B is at right angles to the plane E, 


therefore 4B is also at right angles to BX which is a straight 
line in the plane EZ produced ; [xr. Def. 3] 


therefore the angle ABK is right. 





For the same reason 


the angle BAX is also right. 


Thus, in the triangle ABK, the two angles ABK, BAK 
are equal to two right angles : 


which is impossible. [r. 17] 


Therefore the planes CD, EZ wil not meet when 
produced ; 


therefore the planes CD, E are parallel. [xr. Def. 8] 


Therefore planes to which the same straight line is at right 
angles are parallel. 


Q. E. D. 
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PROPOSITION 15. 


Lf two straight lines meeting one another be parallel to two 
straight lines meeting one another, not being in the same plane, 
the planes through them are parallel. 


For let the two straight lines 4B, BC meeting one another 
be parallel to the two straight lines 
DE, £F meeting one another, not 
being in the same plane ; 

I say that the planes produced A c 
through AZ, BC and DE, EF will 
not meet one another. 

For let BG be drawn from the 
point B perpendicular to the plane 
through DZ, EF [xı 11), and let it 
meet the plane at the point G ; 
through G let GH be drawn 
parallel to ED, and GK parallel to £7. [x 31] 

Now, since ZG is at right angles to the plane through 
DE, EF, 
therefore it will also make right angles with all the straight 
lines which meet it and are in the plane through DE, EF. 

[xr. Def. 3] 

But each of the straight lines GH, GK meets it and is in 
the plane through DZ, EF; 
therefore each of the angles BGH, BGK is right. 


And, since BA is parallel to GA, [x1 9] 
therefore the angles GBA, BGH are equal to two right angles. 


"T [r- 29] 
But the angle BGA is right; 


therefore the angle GAA is also right ; 
therefore GØ is at right angles to BA. 


For the same reason 


GB is also at right angles to BC. 


Since then the straight line GJ is set up at right angles 
to the two straight lines BA, BC which cut one another, 
therefore GB is also at right angles to the plane through 
BA, BC. [x1. 4] 
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But planes to which the same straight line is at right 
angles are parallel ; [xi. 14] 
therefore the plane through 44, BC is parallel to the plane 
through DÆ, EF. 

Therefore, if two straight lines meeting one another be 
parallel to two straight lines meeting one another, not in the 
same plane, the planes through them are parallel. 

Q. E. D. 


This result is arrived at in the American text-books already quoted by 
starting from the relation between a plane and a straight line parallel to it. 
The series of propositions is worth giving. A straight line and a plane being 
parallel if they do not meet however far they may be produced, we have the 
following propositions. 


1. Any plane containing one, and only one, of two parallel straight lines is. 
parallel to the other. Rec 

For suppose 4.2, CD to be parallel and C2 to lie in the plane MN. 

Then 4B, CD determine a plane intersecting MAV in the straight line CD. 

Thus, if 4B meets MN, it must meet 
it at some point in CD. 

But this is impossible, since 4B is 
parallel to CD. 

Therefore 48 will not meet the plane 
MN, and is therefore parallel to it. 

[This proposition and the proof are in 
P 

. The following theorems follow as corollaries. 





2. Through a given straight line a plane can be drawn parallel to any other 
given straight line; and, if the lines are not parallel, only one such plane can be 
drawn. 

We have simply to draw through any point on the first line a straight line 
parallel to the second line and then pass a plane through these two intersecting 
lines. This plane is then, by the.above proposition, parallel to the second 
given straight line. 


3. Through a given point a plane can be drawn parallel to any two straight 
lines in space; and, if the latter are not parallel, only one such plane can be 
drawn. l 

Here we draw through the point straight lines parallel respectively to the 
given straight lines and then draw a plane through the lines so drawn. 

Next we have the partial converse of the first proposition above. 


4. Lf a straight line is parallel to a plane, it is also parallel to the inter- 
section of any plane through it with the given plane. B 

Let AZ be parallel to the plane MN, and let 
any plane through 4B intersect MN in CD. 

Now AB and C2 cannot meet, because, if A 
they did, 48 would meet the plane MN: 

And 4B, CD are in one plane. 

Therefore 44, CD are parallel. 

From this follows as a corollary : M 
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s. Lf each of two intersecting straight lines is parallel to a given plane, 
the plane containing them is parallel to the given 
plane. 


Let AB, AC be parallel to the plane 
MN. 


B 
ea 
c 
Then, if the plane ABC were to meet the N 
plane MJ, the intersection would be parallel 
both to 44 and to AC: which is impossible. 
Lastly, we have Euclid’s proposition. M 


6. Lf two straight lines forming an angle are respectively parallel to two 
other straight lines forming an angle, the plane of 
the first angle is parallel to the plane of the second. 


Let 48C, DEF be the angles formed by A 
straight lines parallel to one another respectively. B C 


Then, since 4B is parallel to DZ, 


the plane of DEZ is parallel to 4B [(1) above]. 
Similarly the plane of DZ is parallel to 
BC. 


Hence the plane of DEZ is parallel to the 
plane of 4 BC |(5)]. 


Legendre arrives at the result by yet another method. He first proves 
Eucl. xr. 16 to the effect that, zf two parallel planes ure cut by a third, the lines 
of intersection are parallel, and then deduces from this that, if zwo parallel 
straight lines are terminated by two parallel planes, the straight lines are equal 
in length. 

' (The latter inference is obvious because the plane through the parallels 
cuts the parallel planes in parallel lines, which 
therefore, with the given parallel lines, form a 
parallelogram.) — 

Legendre is now in a position to prove 
Euclid’s proposition XI. 15. 

If ABC, DEF be the angles, fhake 4B 
equal to DZ, and BC equal to ZF, and join 
CA, FD, BE, CF, AD. 

Then, as in Eucl xr. ro, the triangles 
ABC, DEF are equal in all respects ; 

and 4D, BE, CF are all equal. 


It is now proved that the planes are 
parallel by reductio ad absurdum from the 
last preceding result. For, if the plane ABC 
is not parallel to the plane DE, let the plane drawn through B parallel to the 
plane DEF meet CF, AD in H, G respectively. 

Then, by the last result BZ, HF, GD will all be equal. 

But BZ, CF, AD are all equal: 
which is impossible. 

"Therefore etc. 


\ 
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PROPOSITION 16. 
Lf two parallel planes be cut by any plane, their common 
sections are parallel. 


For let the two parallel planes 44, CD be cut by the 
plane EFG, 
and let EF, GH be their common sections ; 
I say that AF is parallel to GH. 


B 
"HEN: 
AM 


^ 


H 


| NN", 
[o 
For, if not, EZ, GH will, when produced, meet either in 
the direction of F, H or of E, G. 


Let them be produced, as in the direction of F, H, and 
let them, first, meet at K. 


Now, since EZ is in the plane AP, 
therefore all the points on EK are also in the plane 4AB. 


[x 1] 
But X is one of the points on the straight line ZFK ; 


therefore X is in the plane AZ. * 

For the same reason 
K is also in the plane CD ; 
therefore the planes 42, CD will meet when produced. 

But they do not meet, because they are, by hypothesis, 
parallel ; 
therefore the straight lines EF, GH will not meet when 
produced in the direction of F, H. 

Similarly we can prove that neither will the straight lines 
EF, GH meet when produced in the direction of £, G. 

But straight lines which do not meet in either direction 
are parallel. [1. Def. 23] 

Therefore EF is parallel to GH. 

Therefore etc. Q. E. D. 
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Simson points out that, in here quoting 1. Def. 23, Euclid should hi 
said “ But straight lines zz oze plane which do not meet in either direction ai 
parallel.” 

From this proposition is deduced the converse of X1. 14. 

Lf a straight line is perpendicular to one of two parallel planes, tt is 
perpendicular to the other also. 

For suppose that MN, PQ are two parallel planes, and that 42 is perpen- 
dicular to MN. 

Through 4B draw any plane, and let it intersect 
the planes MN, PQ in AC, BD respectivel N 

Therefore 4 C, BD are ‘parallel, m 16] 

But 4C is perpendicular to AB; 
therefore AB is also perpendicular to BD. 

That is, 4B is perpendicular to any line in PQ 
passing through Z ; P 
therefore 4B is perpendicular to PQ. 

It follows as a corollary that 


Through a given point one plane, and only one, can be drawn parallel to a 
given plane. 

In the above figure let 4 be the given point and PQ the given plane. 

Draw AB perpendicular to PQ. 

1 oo A draw a plane MN at right angles to 4B (see note on XI. 5 

above 

Then MN is parallel to PQ. [xi. 14] 

If there could pass through 4 a second plane parallel to PQ, AB would 
also be perpendicular to it. 

That is, 42 would be perpendicular to two different planes through 4: 
which is impossible (see the same note). 

Also it is readily proved that, 

Lf two planes ave parallel to a third plane, they are parallel to one another. 





PROPOSITION 17. 


Lf two straight lines be cut by parallel planes, they will be 
cut in the same ratios. 


For let the two straight 
lines 42, CD be cut by the 
parallel planes GH, KL, MN 
at the points 4, E, B and C, 
£D; 

I say that, as the straight line 
AE is to EB, so is CF to FD. 

For let AC, BD, AD be 
joined, 
let AD meet the plane KZ 
at the point O, 
and let EO, OF be joined. 
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Now, since the two parallel planes AZ, MN are cut by 
the plane E520, 
their common sections EO, BD are parallel. [xi 16] 


For the same reason, since the two parallel planes GĦ, 
KL are cut by the plane 4 OFC, 
their common sections AC, OF are parallel. [zz] 


And, since the straight line EO has been drawn parallel to 
BD), one of the sides of the triangle 44D, 
therefore, proportionally, as 4E is to E, so is AO to a 
VI. 2 
Again, since the straight line OF has been drawn parallel 
to AC, one of the sides of the triangle ADC, 
proportionally, as 40 is to OD, so is CF to FD. [42.] 


But it was also proved that, as 4O is to OD, so is AE 
to EB; 
therefore also, as AF is to EB, so is CF to FD. [v. 1x] 


Therefore etc. 


PROPOSITION 18. 


Jf a straight line be at right angles to any plane, all the 
planes through it will also be at right angles to the same plane. 


For let any straight line AB be at right angles to the 
plane of reference; 
I say that all the planes through 
AB are also at right angles to the 
plane of reference. 

For let the plane DZ be drawn ` 
through 4B, 
let CE be the common section of 
the plane DE and the plane of 
reference, 
let a point F be taken at random on CZ, 


and from F let FG be drawn in the plane DZ at right 
angles to C£. (x. 11] 





Now, since A7 is at right angles to the plane of reference, 
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AB is also at right angles to all the straight lines which meet 
it and are in the plane of reference ; [xi. Def. 3] 


so that it is also at right angles to CZ ; 

therefore the angle 4 BF is right. 
But the angle GFZ is also right ; 

therefore AB is parallel to FG. (1. 28] 
But AZ is at right angles to the plane of reference ; 


therefore FG is also at right angles to the plane of reference. 

[xi. 8] 

Now a plane is at right angles to a plane, when the 

straight lines drawn, in one of the planes, at right angles to 

the common section of the planes are at right angles to the 

remaining plane. [x1. Def. 4] 

And ZG, drawn in one of the planes D at right angles 

to CZ, the common section of the planes, was proved to be 
at right angles to the plane of reference ; 


therefore the plane DZ is at right angles to the plane of 
reference. l 


Similarly also it can be proved that all the planes through 
AB are at right angles to the plane of reference. 
Therefore etc. 
Q. E. D. 


Starting as Euclid does from the definition of perpendicular planes as 
planes such that all straight lines drawn in one of the planes at right angles to 
the common section are at right angles to the other plane, it is necessary for 
him to show that, if F be azy point in CZ, and FG be drawn in the plane 
DE at right angles to CZ, FG will be perpendicular to the plane to which 
AB is perpendicular. 

It is perhaps more scientific to make the definition, as Legendre makes it, 
a particular case of the definition of the zueznation of planes. Perpendicular 
planes would thus be planes such that the angle which (when it is acute) 
Euclid calls the inclination of a plane to a plane is aright angle. When to this 
is added the fact incidentally proved in x1. 1o that the “ inclination of a plane to 
a plane” is the same at whatever point in their common section it is drawn, it 
is sufficient to prove the perpendicularity of two planes if oze straight line 
drawn, in one of them, perpendicular to their common section is perpendicular 
to the other. 

If this point of view is taken, Props. 18, 19 are much simplified (cf. 
Legendre, H. M. Taylor, Smith and Bryant, Rausenberger, Schultze and 
Sevenoak, Holgate). The alternative proof is as follows. 

Let AB be perpendicular to the plane MN, and CE any plane through 
AB, meeting the plane MAN in the straight line CD. 

In the plane MN draw BF at right angles to CD. 
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Then 4 8F is the angle which Euclid calls (in the case where it is acute) 
the “inclination of the plane to the plane.” 








But, since 4B is perpendicular to the plane MAN, it is perpendicular to 
BFin it. 

Therefore the angle 442 7 is a right angle ; 
whence the plane CZ is perpendicular to the plane MN. 


PROPOSITION 19. 


Jf two planes which cut one another be at right angles to 
any plane, their common section will also be at right angles to 
the same plane. 


For let the two planes AZ, BC be at right angles to the 
plane of reference, 
and let BD be their common section ; 
I say that BD is at right angles to the B 
plane of reference. 
For suppose it is not, and from the 


E|F 
| 
point D let DE be drawn in the plane V [^ 
AB at right angles to the straight line 
AD, and DF in the plane BC at right 1 
angles to CD. 
A C 


Now, since the plane 42 is at right 
angles to the plane of reference, 
and DE has been drawn in the plane AZ at right angles to 
AD, their common section, 
therefore DZ is at right angles to the plane of reference. 
[x1. Def. 4] 
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Similarly we can prove that 
DF is also at right angles to the plane of reference. 


Therefore from the same point D two straight lines have 
been set up at right angles to the plane of reference on the 
same side: 


which is impossible. [xi. 13] 


Therefore no straight line except the common section DB 
of the planes 42, BC can be set up from the point D at right 
angles to the plane of reference. 

Therefore etc. 

Q. E. D. 


Legendre, followed by other writers already quoted, uses a preliminary 
proposition equivalent to Euclid's definition of planes at right angles to one 
another. 


Jf two planes are perpendicular to one another, a straight line drawn in one 
of them perpendicular to their common section will be perpendicular to the other. 


Let the perpendicular planes CZ, MN (figure of last note) intersect in 
CD, and let 4B be drawn in CE perpendicular to CD. 

In the plane MN draw BF at right angles to CD. 

Then, since the planes are perpendicular, the angle ABF (their znclination) 
is a right angle. 

Therefore AZ is perpendicular to both CD and BA, and therefore to the 
plane MN. 

We are now in a position to prove XI. 19, viz. Jf two planes be perpendicular 
to a third, their intersection is also perpen- 
dicular to that third plane. A 

Let each of the two planes 4C, AD 
intersecting in AZ be perpendicular to the 
plane MN. 

Let AC, AD intersect MN in BC, BD 
respectively. 

In the plane MN draw BE at right 
angles to &C and BF at right angles to 
BD. 





Now, since the planes AC, MN are at ii 
right angles, and BÆ is drawn in the latter perpendicular to BC, BE is 
perpendicular to the plane AC. 

Hence 4B is perpendicular to BE. (x1. 4] 

Similarly 4B is perpendicular to BF. 

Therefore AB is perpendicular to the plane through BÆ, BF, i.e. to the 
plane MN. 


An useful problem is that of drawing a common perpendicular to two 
straight lines not in one plane, and in connexion with this the following 
proposition may be given. 


H. E. III. 20 
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Given a plane and a straight line not perpendicular to it, one plane, and only 
one, can be drawn through the straight line perpen- 
dicular to the plane. 

Let AB be the given straight line, MIN the 
given plane. 

From any point C in AB draw CD perpen- 
dicular to the plane MN. 

Through 42 and CD draw a plane AZ. 

Then the plane 4#‘is perpendicular to the 
plane MN. [xi. 18] 

If any other plane could be drawn tbrough 
AB perpendicular to MN, the intersection AB of 
the two planes perpendicular to MV would itself 
be perpendicular to MN: [xr. 19] 
which contradicts the hypothesis. 

To draw a common perpendicular to two straight lines not in the same plane. 

Let 42, CD be the given straight lines. 

Through CD draw the plane JZ parallel to AB (Prop. 2 in note 
to XI. r5). 

o: AB draw the plane AF perpendicular to the plane MI (see the 
last preceding proposition). i 









D Á Ed 


Let the planes 4F, MN intersect in EZ, and let ZF meet CD in G. 

From G, in the plane A F, draw GH at right angles to EF, meeting AB in H. 

GH is then the required perpendicular. 

For AB is parallel to EF (Prop. 4 in note to Xr. 15); therefore CZ, 
being perpendicular to ÆA, is also perpendicular to AB. 

But, the plane 4/ being perpendicular to the plane MN, and GZ being 
perpendicular to EZ, their intersection, 

GH is perpendicular to the plane MN, and therefore to CD. 

Therefore GH is perpendicular to both AB and CD. 


Only one common perpendicular can be drawn to two straight lines not in 
one plane. 

For, if possible, let AZ also be perpendicular to both AB and CD. 

Let the plane through KZ, 4B meet the plane MN in LQ. 

Then AZ is parallel to ZQ (Prop. 4 in note to Xt. 15), so that KZ, being 
perpendicular to AB, is also perpendicular to ZQ. 

Therefore KZ is perpendicular to both CZ and ZQ, and consequently to 
the plane MN. 

But, if AP be drawn in the plane 47 perpendicular to EF, KP is also 
perpendicular to the plane MN. 
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Thus there are two perpendiculars from the point K to the plane WN: 
which is impossible. 


Rausenberger's construction for the same problem is more elegant. Draw, 
he says, through each straight line a plane parallel 
to the other. Then draw through each straight line 
a plane perpendicular to the plane through the 
other. 'The two planes last drawn will intersect 
in a straight line, and this straight line is the 
common perpendicular required. 


The form of the construction best suited for 
examination purposes, because the most self- 
contained, is doubtless that given by Smith and 
Bryant. 

Let 4B, CD be the two given straight lines. 

Through any point Æ in CD draw ZÆ parallel to AB. 

From any point G in AB draw GH perpendicular to the plane CDF, 
meeting the plane in Æ. 

Through Æ in the plane CDF draw 
HK parallel to FE or AB, to cut CD 
in X. . 

Then, since 4B, HK are parallel, 
AGHK is a plane. 

Complete the parallelogram GAXL. 

Now, since LK, GH are parallel, and 
GH is perpendicular to the plane CDF, 


LK is perpendicular to the plane 
"DEF. 








Therefore ZX is perpendicular to CD and XZ, and therefore to 4B which 
is parallel to KZ. 


PROPOSITION 20. 


Lf a solid angle be contained by three plane angles, any two, 
taken together tn any manner, are greater than the remaining 
one. 


For let the solid angle at 4 be contained by the three 
plane angles BAC, CAD, DAB; 
I say that any two of the angles 
BAC, CAD, DAB, taken to- 
gether in any manner, are greater 
than the remaining one. 

If now the angles BAC, CAD, 
DAB are equal to one another, 
it is manifest that any two are greater than the remaining one. 

But, if not, let BAC be greater, 
and on the straight line 4 5, and at the point 4 on it, let the 


D 


E c 


20—2 
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angle BAZ be constructed, in the plane through BA, AC, 
equal to the angle DAL; 


let AE be made equal to 4D, 


and let BAC, drawn across through the point Æ, cut the 
straight lines 4B, A C at the points B, C; 


let DB, DC be joined. 


Now, since DA is equal to 4 Æ, 
and AB is common, 
two sides are equal to two sides ; 


and the angle DAB is equal to the angle BAL; 


therefore the base DZ is equal to the base BZ. [1. 4] 
And, since the two sides BD, DC are greater than BC, 
[r. 20] 


and of these DË was proved equal to BE, 
therefore the remainder DC is greater than the remainder ZC. 


‘Now, since DA is equal to AZ, 
and AC is common, 
and the base DC is greater than the base EC, 
therefore the angle DAC is greater than the angle ZAC. 
[r. 25] 


But the angle D.AB was also proved equal to the angle 
BAE; 


therefore the angles DAB, DAC are greater than the angle 
BAC. 


Similarly we can prove that the remaining angles also, 
taken together two and two, are greater than the remaining 
one. 


Therefore etc. 
Q. E. D. 


After excluding the obvious case in which all three angles are equal, 
Euclid goes on to say “If not, let the angle BAC be greater,” without adding 
greater than what. Heiberg is clearly right in saying that he means greater 
than BAD, i.e. greater than one of the adjacent angles. This is proved by 
the words at the end “Similarly we can prove," etc. Euclid thus excludes 
as obvious the case where one of the three angles is not greater than either of 
the other two, but proves the remaining cases. This is scientific, but he might 
further have excluded as obvious the case in which one angle is greater than 
one of the others but equal to or less than the remaining one. 
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Simson remarks that the angle BAC may happen to be egual to one of 
the other two and writes accordingly “ If they [all three angles] are not [equal], 
let BAC be that angle which is not less than either of the other two, and is 
greater than one of them DAZ.” He then proves, in the same way as Euclid 
does, that the angles DAB, DAC are greater than the angle BAC, adding 
finally : ** But BAC is not less than either of the angles DAB, DAC; there- 
fore BAC, with either of them, is greater than the other.” 

It would be better, as indicated by Legendre and Rausenberger, to begin 
by saying that, “If one of the three angles is either equal to or less than either 
of the other two, it is evident that the sum of those two is greater than the 
first. It is therefore only necessary to prove, for the case in which one angle is 
greater than each of the others, that the sum of the two latter is greater than 
the former. 

Accordingly let BA C be greater than each of the other angles.” We then 
proceed as in Euclid. 


PROPOSITION 21. 


Any solid angle is contained by plane angles less than four 
right angles. 


Let the angle at A be a solid angle contained by the plane 
angles BAC, CAD, DAB ; 


I say that the angles BAC, CAD, 
DAB are less than four right angles. 


For let points Z, C, D be taken 
at random on the straight lines 42, 
AC, A D respectively, 


and let PC, CD, DB be joined. B 


Cc 


Now, since the solid angle at 3 is contained by the three 
plane angles CBA, ABD, CBD, 


any two are greater than the remaining one ; [xr. 20] 


therefore the angles CBA, ABD are greater than the angle 
CBD. 


For the same reason 
the angles BCA, ACD are also greater than the angle BCD, 
and the angles CDA, ADB are greater than the angle CDB ; 
therefore the six angles CBA, ABD, BCA, ACD, CDA, 
ADB are greater than the three angles CBD, BCD, CDB. 

But the three angles CBD, BDC, BCD are equal to two 
right angles ; [taz] 
therefore the six angles CBA, ABD, BCA, ACD, CDA, 
ADB are greater than two right angles. 
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And, since the three angles of each of the triangles ABC, 
ACD, ADB are equal to two right angles, 
therefore the nine angles of the three triangles, the angles 
CBA, ACB, BAC, ACD, CDA, CAD, ADB, DBA, BAD 
are equal to six right angles ; 


and of them the six angles ABC, BCA, ACD, CDA, ADB, 
DBA are greater than two right angles ; 


therefore the remaining three angles BAC, CAD, DAB 
containing the solid angle are less than four right angles. 


Therefore etc. 
Q. E. D. 


It will be observed that, although Euclid enunciates this proposition for 
any solid angle, he only proves it for the particular case of a £»zedza/ angle. 
This is in accordance with his manner of proving one case and leaving the 
others to the reader. The omission of the convex polyhedral angle here 
corresponds to the omission, after 1. 32, of the proposition about the interior 
angles of a convex polygon given by Proclus and in most books. The proof 
of the present proposition for any convex polyhedral angle can of course be 
arranged so as not to assume the proposition that the interior angles of a 
convex polygon together with four right angles are equal to twice as many 
right angles as the figure has sides. 

Let there be any convex polyhedral angle with V as vertex, and let it be 
cut by any plane meeting its faces in, say, the 
polygon ABCDE. 

Take O any point within the polygon, and 
in its plane, and join OA, OB, OC, OD, OE. 

Then all the angles of the triangles with 
vertex O are equal to twice as many right angles 
as the polygon has sides ; (1. 32] 
therefore the interior angles of the polygon to- 
gether with all the angles round O are equal to A 
twice as many right angles as the polygon has 
sides. 

Also the sum of the angles of the triangles | 
VAB, VBC, etc., with vertex V are equal to twice as many right angles as the 
polygon has sides ; 
and all the said angles are equal to the sum of (1) the plane angles at V 
forming the polyhedral angle and (2) the base angles of the triangles with 
vertex P. 

This latter sum is therefore equal to the sum of (3) all the angles 
round O and (4) all the interior angles of the polygon. 

Now, by Euclid's proposition, of the three angles forming the solid angle at 
A, the angles VAE, VAB are together greater than the angle ZAB. 


Similarly, at 5, the angles VBA, VBC are together greater than the angle 
BC. 


And so on. di 
Therefore, by addition, the base angles of the triangles with vertex V 


B 
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(2) above] are together greater than the sum of the angles of the polygon 
(4) above]. 
Hence, by way of compensation, the sum of the plane angles at V [(1) 
above] is less than the sum of the angles round O [(3) above]. 
But the latter sum is equal to four right angles; therefore the plane angles 
forming the polyhedral angle are together less than four right angles. 


The proposition is only true of convex polyhedral angles, ie. those in 
which the plane of any face cannot, if produced, ever cut the solid angle. 

There are certain propositions relating to equal (and symmetrical) trihe- 
dral angles which are necessary to the consideration of the polyhedra dealt 
with by Euclid, all of which (as before remarked) have trihedral angles only. 


1. Two trihedral angles are equal if two face angles amd the included 
dihedral angle of the one are respectively equal to two face angles and the included 
dihedral angle of the other, the equal parts being arranged in the same order. 


2. Two trihedral angles are equal if two dihedral angles and the included 
Jace angle of the one are respectively equal to two dihedral angles and the included 
Jace angle of the other, all equal parts being arranged in the same order. 


These propositions are proved immediately by superposition. 


3. Two trihedral angles are equal if the three face angles of the one ave 
respectively equal to the three face angles of the other, and all are arranged in the 
same order. 


Let V—ABC and V'—4A'B'C' be two trihedral angles such that the angle 
AVB is equal to the angle £’ V' B', the angle B VC to the angle 5'V'C', and 
the angle CVA to the angle C' V'A’. 





We first prove that corresponding pairs of face angles include equal dihedral 

angles. 
"Eg. the dihedral angle formed by the plane angles CVA, AVB is equal 

to that formed by the plane angles C V'A’, A'V'B'. 

Take points 4, B, C on VA, VB, VC and points 4’, B’, C on V'A', 
V'B', V'C', such that VA, VB, VC, V'A', V'BE', V'C are all equal. 

Join BC, CA, AB, BC’, C'A', A'B'. 

Take any point D on AV, and measure A'D’ along A’V" equal to 4D. 

From D draw DZ in the plane 475, and DF in the plane CVA, 
perpendicular to AV. Then DZ, DF will meet 4B, AC respectively, the 
angles VAB, VAC, the base angles of two isosceles triangles, being less than 
right angles. 

Join EF 

Draw the triangle D'Z'Z in the same way. = 
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Now, by means of the hypothesis and construction, it appears that the 
triangles VA B, V'A'B' are equal in all respects. 

So are the triangles VAC, V'A'C', and the triangles VBC, WB C. 

Thus BC, CA, AB are respectively equal to B’C’, C'A', A'B', and the 
triangles 4B C, 4' B' C' are equal in all respects. 


Now, in the triangles ADE, A'D'E, 
the angles 4D E, DAE are equal to the angles A4'D' E', D' A'E' respectively, 
and AD is equal to A'D’. 


Therefore the triangles 4DE, A4'D'E' are equal in all respects. 
Similarly the triangles 4 DF, A'D'F are equal in all respects. 


Thus, in the triangles AZZ, A'E'F', 
EA, AF are respectively equal to £’A’, A’F’, 
and the angle E.A is equal to the angle Z’A’’ (from above) ; 
therefore the triangles AZF, A'E'F' are equal in all respects. 


Lastly, in the triangles DEF, D'E'F, the three sides are respectively 
equal to the three sides; 
therefore the triangles are equal in all respects. 

Therefore the angles EDF, E'D'F' are equal. 


But these angles are the measures of the dihedral angles formed by the 
planes CVA, AVB and by the planes C'V'A', A'V'B' respectively. 
Therefore these dibedral angles are equal. 


Similarly for the other two dihedral angles. 
Hence the trihedral angles coincide if one is applied to the other ; 
that is, they are equal. 


To understand what is implied by “taken in the same order" we may 
suppose ourselves to be placed at the vertices, and to take the faces in clock- 
wise direction, or the reverse, for doth angles. : 

If the face angles and dihedral angles are taken in reverse directions, i.e. 
in clockwise direction in one and in counterclockwise direction in the other, 
then, if the other conditions in the above three propositions are fulfilled, the 
trihedral angles are not equal but symmetrical. 

If the faces of a trihedral angle be produced beyond the vertex, they form 
another trihedral angle. It is easily seen that these vertical trihedral angles 
are symmetrical. 


PROPOSITION 22. 


_ Lf there be three plane angles of which two, taken together 
in any manner, are greater than the remaining one, and they 
are contained by equal straight lines, dd is possible to construct 


a triangle out of the straight lines joining the extremities of 
the equal straight lines. 


Let there be three plane angles ABC, DEF, GHK, of 
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which two, taken together in any manner, are greater than 
the remaining one, namely 
the angles 48C, DEF greater than the angle GK, 
the angles DEF, GHK greater than the angle 4 BC, 
and, further, the angles GZZK, AAC greater than the angle 
DEF; 
let the straight lines 48, BC, DE, EF, GH, HK be equal, 
and let 4C, DF, GK be joined; 
I say that it is possible to construct a triangle out of straight 
lines equal to AC, DF, GK, that is, that any two of the 
straight lines 4C, DF, GK are greater than the remaining 


one. 
Š H 
AANA 
A C D F G K 


Now, if the angles ABC, DEF, GĦHK are equal to one 
another, it is manifest that, 4C, DF, GK being equal also, 
it is possible to construct a triangle out of straight lines equal 
to AC, DF, GK. 


But, if not, let them be unequal, 


and on the straight line AX, and at the point Æ on it, let 
the angle AHL be constructed equal 


to the angle ABC; H 

let HL be made equal to one of the 

straight lines 4B, BC, DE, EF, GH, L 
HK, 

and let KZ, GZ be joined. 


Now, since the two sides AB, BC & d 
are equal to the two sides KH, HL, l 
and the angle at B is equal to the angle K/L, 
therefore the base AC is equal to the base KL. [i 4] 


And, since the angles ABC, GHK are greater than the 
angle DEF, 
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while the angle ABC is equal to the angle K7ZL, 
therefore the angle GHZ is greater than the angle DEF. 


And, since the two sides GH, HL are equal] to the two 
sides DE, EF, 
and the angle GZZ is greater than the angle DEF, 
therefore the base GZ is greater than the base DF. [t. 24] 


But GX, KL are greater than GL. 
Therefore GK, KZ are much greater than DF. 


But KL is equal to AC; 


therefore AC, GK are greater than the remaining straight 
line DF. 


Similarly we can prove that 
AC, DF are greater than GK, 
and further DF, GK are greater than 4C. 


Therefore it is possible to construct a triangle out of 
straight lines equal to 4C, DF, GK. 
Q. E. D. 


The Greek text gives an alternative proof, which is relegated by Heiberg 
to the Appendix. Simson selected the alternative proof in preference to that 
given above; he objected however to words near the beginning, “If not, let 
the angles at the points Z, Æ, Z be unequal and that at BZ greater than either 
of the angles at Z, ZZ," and altered the words so as to take account of the 
possibility that the angle at Z might be equal to one of the other two. 

As will be seen, Euclid takes no account of the relative magnitude of the 
angles except as regards the case when all three are equal. Having proved 
that ove base is less than the sum of the two others, he says that “similarly 
we can prove" the same thing for the other two bases. 

If a distinction is to be made according to the relative magnitude of the 
three angles, we may say, as in the corresponding place in x1. 21, that, if one 
of the three angles is either equal to or less than e/ther of the other two, the 
bases subtending those two angles must obviously be together greater than the 
base subtending the first. Thus it is only necessary to prove, for the case in 
which one angle is greater than either of the others, that the sura of the bases 
subtending those others is greater than that subtending the first. This is 
practically the course taken in the interpolated alternative proof. 


PROPOSITION 23. 


To construct a solid angle out of three plane angles two of 
which, taken together in any manner, are greater than the 
remaining one: thus the three angles must be less than four 
righi angles. 
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Let the angles ABC, DEF, GHK be the three given 
plane angles, and let two of these, taken together in any 
manner, be greater than the remaining one, while, further, 
the three are less than four right angles; 


thus it is required to construct a solid angle out of angles 
equal to the angles ABC, DEF, GHK. 


Let AB, BC, DE, EF, GH, HE be cut off equal to one 
another, 
and let AC, DF, GK be joined; 
it is therefore possible to construct a triangle out of straight 
lines equal to 4C, DF, GK. (xi. 22] 
Let LMN be so constructed that 
AC is equal to LM, DF to MN, and 
further GX to NL, 
let the circle ZN be described about 
the triangle LMN, 
let its centre be taken, and let it be O; 
let LO, MO, NO be joined ; 
I say that 4S is greater than LO. 








For, if not, 44 is either equal to ZO, or less. 
First, let it be equal. 
Then, since ABZ is equal to ZO, 
while 44 Z is equal to BC, and OZ to OM, 
the two sides AZ, BC are equal to the two sides LO, OM 
respectively ; 
and, by hypothesis, the base ÆC is equal to the base LM ; 
therefore the angle ABC is equal to the angle LOM. — [r8] 
For the same reason 
the angle DEF is also equal to the angle MON, 
and further the angle GĦ to the angle NOL ; 
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therefore the three angles ABC, DEF, GHK are equal to 
the three angles LOM, MON, NOL. 


But the three angles LOJZ, MON, NOL are equal to 
four right angles ; 


therefore the angles 4BC, DEZ, GHK are equal to four 
right angles. 


But they are also, by hypothesis, less than four right angles: 
which is absurd. 


Therefore A is not equal to LO. 
I say next that neither is 44 P less than LO. 
For, if possible, let it be so, 
and let OP be made equal to AZ, and OQ equal to BC, 
and let PQ be joined. 
Then, since 4B is equal to BC, 
OP is also equal to OQ, 
so that the remainder LP is equal to QM. 


Therefore LM is parallel to PQ, [vi. 2] 
and LMO is equiangular with PQO ; [r. 29] 
therefore, as OL is to LM, sois OP to PQ; vi. 4] 
and alternately, as ZO is to OP, so is LM to PQ. [v. 16] 


But ZO is greater than OP ; 
therefore ZLM is also greater than PQ. 
But ZM was made equal to AC; 
therefore AC is also greater than PQ. 
Since, then, the two sides 4B, BC are equal to the two 
sides PO, OQ, 
and the base ÆC is greater than the base PQ, 
tanie the angle ABC is greater than the angle POQ. 
4 [x 25] 


Similarly we can prove that 
the angle DEF is also greater than the angle MON, 
and the angle GHX greater than the angle VOL. 

Therefore the three angles ABC, DEF, GHK are greater 
than the three angles LOM, MON, NOL. 

But, by hypothesis, the angles ABC, DEF, GHK are 
less than four right angles; 


therefore the angles LOM, MON, NOL are much less than 
four right angles. 
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But they are also equal to four right angles : 
which is absurd. 


Therefore AZ is not less than ZO. 
And it was proved that neither is it equal; 


therefore 44 B is greater than ZO. 


Let then OA be set up from the point O at right angles 
to the plane of the circle LMN, (xr. x2] 


and let the square on OR be equal to that area by which 
the square on AZ is greater than the square on LO; [Lemma] 
let AL, RM, RN be joined. 


Then, since RO is at right angles to the plane of the circle 
LMN, 


therefore RO is also at right angles to each of the straight 
lines LO, MO, NO. 


And, since LO is equal to OM, 
while OA is common and at right angles, 
therefore the base RZ is equal to the base RM. (1. 4] 


For the same reason 
AN is also equal to each of the straight lines RL, RM ; 


therefore the three straight lines RL, RM, RN are equal to 
one another. 


Next, since by hypothesis the square on OF is equal to 
that area by which the square on ABP is greater than the 
square on LO, 


therefore the square on AZ is equal to the squares on LO, OR. 

But the square on ZF is equal to the squares on LO, OR, 
for the angle LOR is right ; [r. 47] 
therefore the square on AZ is equal to the square on AL ; 
therefore AB is equal to AZ. 


But each of the straight lines BC, DE, EF, GH, HK is 
equal to AB, 
while each of the straight lines RAZ, RN is equal to AL; 
therefore each of the straight lines 4B, BC, DE, EF, GH, 
HK is equal to each of the straight lines RL, RM, RN. 
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And, since the two sides LA, RM are equal to the two 
sides AB, BC, 
and the base LM is by hypothesis equal to the base AC, 
therefore the angle LRM is equal to the angle ABC. [x 8] 


For the same reason 
the angle ZZ RJV is also equal to the angle DEF, 
and the angle LRA to the angle GHK. 


Therefore, out of the three plane angles LRM, MAN, 
LRN, which are equal to the three given angles ABC, DEF, 
GHK, the solid angle at A has been constructed, which is 
contained by the angles LRM, MRN, LRN. 

i Q. E. F. 


LEMMA. 


But how it is possible to take the square on OR equal to 
that area by which the square on AB is 
greater than the square on LO, we can show c 


as follows. 
Let the straight lines 425, LO be 
set out, 


and let 4B be the greater ; i 2 
let the semicircle ABC be described on AS, 

and into the semicircle ABC let AC be fitted equal to the 
straight line ZO, not being greater than the diameter 484; [1v. 1] 
let CB be joined. 


Since then the angle 4CB is an angle in the semicircle 
ACB, 


therefore the angle ACZ is right. [ur 31] 
Therefore the square on AP is equal to the squares on 
AÇ, CB. [1. 47] 


Hence the square on AB is greater than the square on 
AC by the square on CB. 

But AC is equal to LO. 

Therefore the square on 4Z is greater than the square on 
LO by the square on CB. 

If then we cut off OR equal to BC, the square on AP will 
be greater than the square on LO by the square on OR. 

Q. E. F. 


The whole difficulty in this proposition is the proof of a fact which makes 
the construction gossible, viz. the fact that, if ZMN be a triangle with sides 
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respectively equal to the bases of the isosceles triangles which have the 
given angles as vertical angles and the equal sides all of the same length, then 
one of these equal sides, as 4B, is greater than the radius ZO of the circle 
circumscribing the triangle LMN. 

Assuming that AZ is greater than ZO, we have only to draw from O a 
perpendicular OZ to the plane of the triangle ZMN, to make OR of such a 
length that the sum of the squares on LO, OR is equal to the square on AB, 
and to join RL, RM, RN. (The manner of finding OZ such that the square 
on it is equal to the difference between the squares on AB and ZO is shown 
in the Lemma at the end of the text of the proposition. We have already 
had the same construction in the Lemma after x. 13.) 

ori eae RL, RM, RN are equal to AB and to one another [1. 4 
and 1. 47]. 

Therefore the triangles LA, MRN, NRL have their three sides 
respectively equal to those of the triangles AZC, DEF, GHAX respectively. 

Hence their vertical angles are equal to the three given angles respectively ; 
and the required solid angle is constructed. 


We return now to the proposition to be proved as a preliminary to the 
construction, viz. that, in the figures, 4Z is greater than ZO. 

It will be observed that Euclid, as his manner is, proves it for one case 
only, that, namely, in which O, the centre of the circle circumscribing the 
triangle LMN, falls within the triangle, leaving the other cases for the reader 
to prove. As usual, however, the two other cases are found in the Greek text, 
after the formal conclusion of the proposition, as above, ending with the words 
ómep ee moroa This position for the proofs itself suggests that they are not 
Euclid's but are interpolated; and this is rendered certain by the fact that 
words distinguishing three cases at the point where the centre O of the 
circumscribing circle is found, “It [the centre] will then be either within the 
triangle ZMA or on one of its sides or without. First let it be within,” are 
found in the mss. B and V only and are manifestly interpolated. Nevertheless 
the additional two cases must have been inserted very early, as they are found 
in all the best mss. 

In order to give a clear view of the proof of all three cases as given in the 
text, we will reproduce all three (Euclid's as well as the others) with abbrevia- 
tions to make them catch the eye better. 

In all three cases the proof is by reductio ad absurdum, and it is proved 
first that AB cannot be egual to LO, and secondly that AZ cannot be /ess 
than ZO. 


Case I. 
(1) Suppose, if possible, that 42 = ZO. 

Then AB, BC are respectively equal to LO, OM; 
and AC = LM (by construction). 

Therefore LABC-LLOM. 

Similarly LDEF-LMON, 

L GHK =| NOL. 
Adding, we have 
LABC+LDEF+L GHK=LLOM+LMON+4LNOL 
= four right angles : 

which contradicts the hypothesis. 

Therefore 42 + LO. 
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(2) Suppose that 4B < LO. 
Make OP, OQ (measured along OZ, OM) each equal to AB. 
Thus, OL, OM being equal also, it follows that 
PQ is || to ZM. 
Hence LM: PQ=L0: OP; 
and, since LO > OP, 
LM, ie. AC, > PQ. 
Thus, in As POQ, ABC, two sides are equal to two sides, and base 
AC > base PQ; 
therefore LABC-LPOQ ie LOM. 
Similarly L DEF >. MON, 
L GHK > NOL, 
and it follows by addition that 
LABC* L DEF £L GHK > (four right angles): 
which again contradicts the hypothesis. 


Case II. 
(1) Suppose, if possible, that 4B = ZO. L 


Then (48+ BC), or (DE + EF) - .MO + OL 
= MN 
= DEF: M N 


which contradicts the hypothesis. 


(2) The supposition that 4B < LO is even more 
impossible ; for in this case it would result that 


DE + EF < DEF. 


Case III. 


(1) Suppose, if possible, that 4B = ZO. 

Then, in the triangles ABC, ZOM, two sides AB, BC are respectively 
equal to two sides ZO, OM, and the bases 
AC, LM are equal; 
therefore L ABC= LOM. 

Similarly 4 GHK=2 NOL. 

Therefore, by addition, 

LMON=ŁLABC+ L GHK 
> 4 DEF (by hypothesis). 

But, in the triangles DEF, MON, which 

are egual in all respects, 
L MON= 2. DEF. 

But it was proved that « MON > L DEF: 

which is impossible. 


(2) Suppose, if possible, that 4B < ZO. 
Along OZ, OM measure OP, OQ each equal to AB, 
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Then ZM, PQ are parallel, and 
LM : PQ= L0 : OP, 
whence, since ZO > OP, 
LM, or AC, > PQ. 
Thus, in the triangles ABC, POQ, 
LABC>LPOQ, ie. © LOM. 
Similarly, by taking OZ along OW equal to AB, we prove that 
LGHK-L.LON. 
Now, at O, make 2 POS equal to ABC, and L.POT7' equal to 
LGHK. 
Make OS, OT each equal to OP, and join SZ, SP, TP. 
Then, in the equal triangles ABC, POS, 


AC - PS, 
so that LM = PS. 
Similarly LN = PT. 


Therefore in the triangles MZN, SPT, since L MLN > 1 SPT [this is 
assumed, but should have been explained], 
MN > ST, 
or DF > ST. 
Lastly, in As DEF, SOT, which have two sides equal to two sides, since 
DE» ST, 
L DEF> L SOT 
, >L ABC+L GHK (by construction) : 
which contradicts the hypothesis. 
Simson gives rather different proofs for all three cases ; but the essence of 
them can be put, I think, a little more shortly than in his text, as well as more 
clearly. 


Case I. (O within AZMN.) 
(1) Let 4B be, if possible, equal to ZO. 


Then the As ABC, DEF, GHK must be identically equal to the As 
LOM, MON, NOL respectively. 


E H 
A c D F G K 


Therefore the vertical angles. at O in the 
latter triangles are equal respectively to the angles 
at B, E, H. 

The latter are therefore together equal to four 

right angles : 
which is impossible. 
(2) If AB be less than ZO, construct on the 
bases ZM, MN, NL triangles with vertices 
P, Q, £ and identically equal to the ^s ABC, 
DEF, GHK respectively. 


H. E. III. 21 
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Then P, Q, R will fall within the respective angles at O, since PL = PM 
and < ZO, and similarly in the other cases. . 

Thus [1. 21] the angles at P, Q, & are respectively greater than the angles 
at O in which they lie. 

Therefore the sum of the angles at P, Q, X, ie. the sum of the angles at 
B, E, H, is greater than four right angles : 


which again contradicts the hypothesis. 


Case II. (O lying on MN.) 

In this case, whether (1) 48 = LO, or (2) AB < LO, a triangle cannot 
be formed with MN as base and each of the other sides equal to 4.Z. In other 
words, the triangle DZ either reduces to a straight line or is impossible. 


H 
B 





Case III. (O lying outside the A ZMN.) 
(1) Suppose, if possible, that 47 = ZO. 


Then the triangles LOM, MON, NOL are identically equal to the 
triangles ABC, DEF, GHK. 


Since LLOM+4LON=L4 MON, 
LABC+LGHK=L DEF: 
which contradicts the hypothesis. 
(2) Suppose that AB < OL. 


Draw, as before, on ZM, MN, NL as bases triangles with vertices P, Q, Æ 
and identically equal to the As ABC, DEF, GHK. 

Next, at /V on the straight line VR, make 2 RMS equal to the angle 
PLM, cut off MS equal to ZM and join RS, ZS. 

Then A VRS is identically equal to A ZPM or A ABC. 

Now (4 LNR«*L.RNS)«(L.NLO«LOLM), 
that is, LLNS < L NLM. 

Thus, in As ZWS, WLM, two sides are equal to two sides, and the included 
angle in the former is less than the included angle in the other. 


Therefore LS < MN. 
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Hence, in the triangles MQN, ZRS, two sides are equal to two sides, and 
MN> LS. 
Therefore LMQN-L.LRS 
-(L.LRN-LSRN) 
>(LLRN +L LPM). 





That is, LDEF>(2£GHR++1ABC): 
which is impossible. 
B 
E 
A [e] D F 
L 
H 
p AN 
\ 
(S K M 





OAs 





PROPOSITION 24. 
Lf a solid be contained by parallel planes, the opposite planes 


zn tt are egual and parallelogrammtc. 

For let the solid CDG be contained by the parallel planes 
AC, GF, AH, DF, BF, AL: 
I say that the opposite planes B H 
in it are equal and parallelo- 
grammic. 

For, since the two parallel 
planes BG, CE are cut by the is 
plane AC, 
their common sections are D E 
parallel. [xr 16] 


21—2 
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Therefore AB is parallel to DC. 


Again, since the two parallel planes BF, AZ are cut by 
the plane AC, 
their common sections are parallel. (x1. 16] 
Therefore BC is parallel to AD. 
But AB was also proved parallel to DC; 
therefore AC is a parallelogram. 


Similarly we can prove that each of the planes D, FG, 
GB, BF, AE is a parallelogram. 


Let AH, DF be joined. 

Then, since 42 is parallel to DC, and BH to CF, 
the two straight lines 42, BH which meet one another are 
parallel to the two straight lines DC, CF which meet one 
another, not in the same plane ; 
therefore they will contain equal angles ; [x1. ro] 
therefore the angle ABH is equal to the angle DCF. 

And, since the two sides 48, BA are equal to the two 
sides DC, CF, [1. 34] 
and the angle ABH is equal to the angle DCF, 
therefore the base 7477 is equal to the base DF, 
and the triangle ABA is equal to the triangle DCF. [E 4] 

And the parallelogram ZG is double of the triangle 4277, 
and the parallelogram CZ double of the triangle DC ; [1. 34] 


therefore the parallelogram ZG is equal to the parallelo- 
gram C£. 


Similarly we can prove that 
AC is also equal to GF, 
and AZ to BF. 


Therefore etc. 
Q. E. D. 


As Heiberg says, this proposition is carelessly enunciated. Euclid means 
a solid contained by six planes and not more, the planes are parallel two and 
two, and the opposite faces are equal in the sense of édentécally equal, or, as 
Simson puts it, equal and similar. The similarity is necessary in order to 
enable the equality of the parallelepipeds in the next proposition to be inferred 
from the roth definition of Book xi. Hence a better enunciation would be: 

Lf a solid be contained by six planes parallel two and two, the opposite faces 
respectively are equal and similar parallelograms. 

The proof is simple and requires no elucidation. 
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PROPOSITION 25. 


Jf a parallelepipedal solid be cut by a plane which is 
parallel to the opposite planes, then, as the base ts to the base, so 
will the solid be to the solid. 


For let the parallelepipedal solid ABCD be cut by the 
plane ÆG which is parallel to the opposite planes RA, DH; 


I say that, as the base 4 EF is to the base ECF, so is the 
solid ABFU to the solid EGCD. 














For let AH be produced in each direction, 


let any number of straight lines whatever, 4K, KZ, be made 
equal to AZ, 


and any number whatever, HAZ, MN, equal to EH; 


and let the parallelograms LP, KV, HW, MS and the solids 
LO, KR, DM, MT be completed. 


Then, since the straight lines LK, KA, AZ are equal to 
one another, 


the parallelograms LP, KV, AF are also equal to one another, 
KO, KB, AG are equal to one another, 

and further LX, KO, AR are equal to one another, for they 
are opposite. [xr. 24] 

For the same reason 

the parallelograms EC, HW, MS are also equal to one another, 
HG, HI, IN are equal to one another, 

and further DH, MY, NT are equal to one another. 


Therefore in the solids LQ, KR, AU three planes are 
equal to three planes. 
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‘But the three planes are equal to the three opposite ; 


therefore the three solids LQ, KR, AU are equal to one 
another. 


For the same reason 
the three solids ED, DM, MT are also equal to one another. 


Therefore, whatever multiple the base ZF is of the base 
AF, the same multiple also is the solid LU of the solid 4 U. 


For the same reason, 


whatever multiple the base VF is of the base FH, the same 
multiple also is the solid VU of the solid ÆU. 


And, if the base ZF is equal to the base VF, the solid Z U 
is also equal to the solid VU; 


if the base LF exceeds the base VF, the solid LU also 
exceeds the solid VU; 


and, if one falls short, the other falls short. 


Therefore, there being four magnitudes, the two bases 
AF, FH, and the two solids 4 U, UH, 


equimultiples have been taken of the base AF and the solid 
AU, namely the base ZF and the solid ZU, 


and equimultiples of the base HF and the solid ZU, namely 
the base VF and the solid VU, 


and it has been proved that, if the base ZF exceeds the base 
£N, the solid ZU also exceeds the solid VU, 


if the bases are equal, the solids are equal, 
and if the base falls short, the solid falls short. 
Therefore, as the base AF is to the base FH, so is the 


solid 4 U to the solid UH. [v. Def. 5] 
Q. E. D. 


It is to be observed that, as the word parallelogrammic was used in Book 1. 
without any definition of its meaning, so wapaAAnAeriredos, parallelepipedal, is 
here used without explanation. While it means simply *with parallel planes," 
ie. “faces,” the term is appropriated to the particular solid which has six 
plane faces parallel two and two. The proper translation of orepedv 
vapoAXgAeméreüov is parallelepipedal solid, not solid parallelepiped, as it is 
usually translated. Still less is the solid a parallelepiped, as the word is not 
uncommonly written. 

The opposite faces in each set of parallelepipedal solids in this propogition 
are not only equal but equal and similar. Euclid infers that the solids in each 
set are equal from Def. 10; but, as we have seen in the note on Deff. o, ro, 
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though it is true, where no solid angle in the figures is contained by more 
than three plane angles, that two solid figures are equal and similar which are 
contained by the same number of equal and similar faces, similarly arranged, 
the fact should have been proved. To do this, we have only to prove the 
proposition, given above in the note on Xr. 21, that zwo trihedral angles are 
equal if the three face angles of the one are respectively equal to the three face 
angles in the other, and all are arranged in the same order, and then to prove 
equality by applying one figure to the other as is done by Simson in his 
proposition C. 

Application will also, of course, establish what is assumed by Euclid of 
the solids formed by the multiples of the original solids, namely that, if 


LF7. NF, the solid LUZ the solid VU. 


PROPOSITION 26. 


On a given straight iine, and at a given point om zt, to 
construct a solid angle equal to a given solid angle. 


Let AB be the given straight line, 44 the given point on 
it, and the angle at D, contained by the angles EDC, EDF, 
FDC, the given solid angle ; 
thus it is required to construct on the straight line 4, and at 
the point 4 on it, a solid angle equal to the solid angle at D. 


H 








For let a point / be taken at random on DF, 
let FG be drawn from F perpendicular to the plane through 
ED, DC, and let it meet the plane at G, (x1. 11] 
let DG be joined, 
let there be constructed on the straight line 42 and at the 
point 44 on it the angle BAL equal to the angle EDC, and 
thé angle BAK equal to the angle E DG, (1. 23] 


let AK be made equal to DG, 


328 BOOK XI [x1. 26 


let KH be set up from the point Æ at right angles to the 
plane through BA, AL, [xn 12] 


let KA be made equal to GF, 
and let HA be joined ; 


I say that the solid angle at 4, contained by the angles BAZ, 
BAH, HAL is equal to the solid angle at D contained by 
the angles EDC, EDF, FDC. 


For let 42, DE be cut off equal to one another, 
and let WB, KB, FE, GE be joined. 


Then, since FG is at right angles to the plane of reference, 
it will also make right angles with all the straight lines which 
meet it and are in the plane of reference ; [xr. Def. 3] 


therefore each of the angles FGD, FGE is right. 
For the same reason 
each of the angles HKA, HKB is also right. 


And, since the two sides KA, AB are equal to the two 
sides GD, DE respectively, 


and they contain equal angles, 

therefore the base XB is equal to the base GZ. [t 4] 
But AZ is also equal to GF, 

and they contain right angles ; 

therefore Æ is also equal to FZ. [t. 4] 


Again, since the two sides 4K, KH are equal to the two 
sides DG, GF, 


and they contain right angles, 
therefore the base 4 H is equal to the base FD. x. 4] 
But AB is also equal to DE; 


therefore the two sides HA, AB are equal to the two sides 
DF, DE. 


And the base ÆB is equal to the base FZ; 
therefore the angle BAH is equal to the angle EDF. [1 8] 


For the same reason 


the angle HAT is also equal to the angle FDC. 
And the angle BAL is also equal to the angle EDC. 
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Therefore on the straight line 48, and at the point 4 on 
it, a solid angle has been constructed equal to the pen solid 
angle at D. 

Q. E. F. 


This proposition again assumes the equality of two trihedral angles which 
have the three plane angles of the one respectively equal to the three plane 
angles of the other taken in the same order. 


PROPOSITION 27. 


On a given straight line to describe a parallelepipedal solid 
similar and similarly situated to a given parallelepipedal soled. 


Let AB be the given straight line and CD the given 
parallelepipedal solid ; 
thus it is required to describe on the given straight line A45 
a parallelepipedal solid similar and similarly situated to the 
given parallelepipedal solid CD. 


For on the straight line 42 and at the point A on it let 
the solid angle, contained by the angles BAH, HAK, KAB, 
be constructed equal to the solid angle at C, so that the angle 
BAH is equal to the angle ECF, the angle BAK equal to 
the angle ECG, and the angle KAZ to the angle GCF; 
and let it be contrived that, 
as EC is to CG, so is BA to AK, 


and, as GC is to CF, so is KA to AH. [vi. 12] 
Therefore also, ex aegualz, 
as EC is to CF, so is BA to AH. [v. 22] 


Let the parallelogram AWB and the solid AZ be completed. 


Now since, as EC is to CG, so is BA to AK, 
and the sides about the equal angles ECG, BAK are thus 
proportional, 
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therefore the parallelogram GZ is similar to the parallelo- 
gram KB. 


For the same reason 
the parallelogram XÆ is also similar to the parallelogram GF, 
and further FE to HB; 
therefore three parallelograms of the solid CD are similar to 
three parallelograms of the solid AL. 

But the former three are both equal and similar to the 
three opposite parallelograms, 
and the latter three are both equal and similar to the three 
opposite parallelograms ; 
therefore the whole solid C2 is similar to the whole solid 4Z. 

[xi. Def. 9] 

Therefore on the given straight line AL there has been 
described AL similar and similarly situated to the given 
parallelepipedal solid CD. 

QUE 


PROPOSITION 28. 


Jf a parallelepipedal solid be cut by a plane through the 
diagonals of the opposite planes, the solid will be bisected by the 
plane. 


For let the parallelepipedal solid AB be cut by the plane 
CDEF through the diagonals CF, DE of 


opposite planes ; B F 
I say that the solid A47 will be bisected by 
the plane CDEF. H 

For, since the triangle CGF is equal a 
to the triangle CFB, [r 34] 
and ADE to DEH, D A 


while the parallelogram CA is also equal 
to the parallelogram ÆA, for they are opposite, 
and GE to CH, 


therefore the prism contained by the two triangles CGF, 
ADE and the three parallelograms GE, AC, CE is also equal 
to the prism contained by the two triangles CFB, DEA and 
the three parallelograms CH, BE, CE; 
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for they are contained by planes equal both in multitude and 


in magnitude. [xi. Def. ro] 
Hence the whole solid A Z is bisected by the plane CO EF. 
Q. E. D. 


Simson properly observes that it ought to be proved that the diagonals of 
two opposite faces are in one plane, before we speak of drawing a plane 
through them. Clavius supplied the proof, which is of course simple enough. 

Since ÆA, CD are both parallel to 4G or BH, they are parallel to one 
another. 

Consequently a plane can be drawn through CD, EF and the diagonals 
DE, CF are in that plane [xr. 7]. Moreover CD, EF are equal as well as 
parallel; so that CZ, DE are also equal and parallel. 


Simson does not, however, seem to have noticed a more serious difficulty. 
The two prisms are shown by Euclid to be contained by equal faces—the faces 
are in fact equal and similar—and Euclid then infers at once that the prisms 
are egual. But they are not equal in the only sense in which we have, at 
present, a right to speak of solids being equal, namely in the sense that they 
can be applied, the one to the other. They cannot be so applied because the 
faces, though equal respectively, are not similarly arranged ; consequently the 
prisms are symmetrical, and it ought to be proved that they are, though not 
equal and similar, equal in content, or eyuivalent, as Legendre has it. 

Legendre addressed himself to proving that the two prisms are equivalent, 
and his method has been adopted, though his 
name is not mentioned, by Schultze and Seven- 
oak and by Holgate. Certain preliminary pro- 
Positions are necessary. 


1. The sections of a prism made by parallel 
planes cutting all the lateral edges are equal 
polygons. 

Suppose a prism MA cut by parallel planes 
which make sections ABCDE, A'B'C'D'E. 

Now 4 B, B C, CD, ... arerespectively parallel 
to A B', BC’, CD... [x1. 16] 

Therefore the angles 4BC, BCD,... are 
equal to the angles 4’B’C’, B'C'D', ... respec- 





tively. [xi. 1o] 
Also 48, B C, CD, ... are respectively equal 
to AE, BC’, CD, .... [1. 34] 


Thus the polygons ABCDE, A'B'C'D'E' are equilateral and equiangular 
to one another. 


2. Two prisms are equal when they have a solid angle in each contained by 
three faces equal each to each and similarly arranged. ` 


Let the faces ABCDE, AG, AL be equal and similarly placed to the 
faces 4A'B'C'D' E', A'G', AL’. 
Since the three plane angles at 4, A’ are equal respectively and are 
similarly placed, the trihedral angle at 4 is equal to the trihedral angle at 4’. 
[(3) in note to x1. 21] 
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Place the trihedral angle at 4 on that at 4’. 

Then the face 4.8 C2 E coincides with the face £ B C' D'E', the face AG 
with the face 4'G’, and the face AZ with the face £’ Z. 

The point C falls on C’ and D on D.. 





Since the lateral edges of a prism are parallel, CZ will fall an C'Z', and 
DK on D'K'. 

And the points Æ G, Z coincide respectively with 7", G’, Z’, so that 

the planes GE, G'E' coincide. 

Hence ZZ, K coincide with 77', K" respectively. 

Thus the prisms coincide throughout and are equal. 

In the same way we can prove that two éruncated prisms with three faces 
forming a solid angle related to one another as in the above proposition are 
identically equal. 

In particular, 


Cor. Two right prisms having equal bases and equal heights are equal. 


3 An vblique prism is equivalent to a right prism whose base is a right 
section of the oblique prism and whose 
height is equal to a lateral edge of the 
oblique prism. 


Suppose GZ to be a right section of 
the oblique prism AD’, and let GL’ be 
a right prism on GZ as base and with 
height equal to a lateral edge of 4D’. 

Now the lateral edges of GZ’ are 
equal to the lateral edges of 4D’. 

Therefore 4G=A'G’, BE-B'H, 
CK = C'R’, etc. 

Thus the faces 4H, BK, CL are 
equal ot to the faces AE, 
BR, OL 

Therefore [by the proposition 
above] 

(truncated prism 4 Z) = (truncated 

prism A4'Z). - 

Subtracting each from the whole solid 4 Z', we see that 

the prisms 4D’, GL’ are equivalent. 
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Now suppose the parallelepiped of Euclid's proposition to be cut by the 
plane through 4G, DF. 

Let K ZM.V be a right section of the parallelepiped 
cutting the edges 42D, BC, GF, HE. 

Then LAN is a parallelogram; and, if the 
diagonal KM be drawn, 

AKLM-A^MNK. 

Now the prism of which the As 4G, DCF are 
the bases is equal to the right prism on AZM as 
base and of height 42. 

Similarly the prism of which the As AGH, DFE 
are the bases is equal to the right prism on AM NK 





as base and with height 4D. [(3) above] 
And the right prisms on As KIM, MNK as bases and of equal height 
AD are equal. [(2), Cor. above] 


Consequently the two prisms into which the parallelepiped is divided are 
equivalent. 


PROPOSITION 29. 


Parallelepipedal solids which are on the same base and of 
the same height, and in which the extremities of the sides which 
stand up are on the same straight lines, are equal to one 
another. 


Let CM, CN be parallelepipedal solids on the same base 
AB and of the same height, 


and let the extremities of their E H K 
sides which stand up, namely 

AG, AF, LM, LN, CD, CE, 
BH, B K,be on the same straight 
lines FV, DK; 


I say that the solid CM is equal 
to the solid CV. 


For, since each of the figures 
CH, CK is a parallelogram, CB 
is equal to each of the straight lines DH, EX ; [1 34] 


hence DH is also equal to EK. 
Let EA be subtracted from each ; 
therefore the remainder DÆ is equal to the remainder 7X. 


Hence the triangle DCE is also equal to the triangle 
HBK, (1. 8 4] 


and the parallelogram DG to the parallelogram HN. [u 36] 
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For the same reason 
the triangle AFG is also equal to the triangle LN. 

But the parallelogram C7 is equal to the parallelogram BM, 
and CG to BN, for they are opposite ; 
therefore the prism contained by the two triangles 4 FG, DCE 
and the three parallelograms AD, DG, CG is equal to the 
prism contained by the two triangles MLN, HBK and the 
three parallelograms BIZ, HN, BN. 

Let there be added to each the solid of which the 
parallelogram AB is the base and GE HM its opposite ; 
therefore the whole parallelepipedal solid CM is equal to the 
whole parallelepipedal solid C/V. 


Therefore etc. 
Q. E. D. 


As usual, Euclid takes one case only and leaves the reader to prove for 
himself the two other possible cases shown in the subjoined figures. Euclid’s 
proof holds with a very slight change in each case. With the first figure, the 





only difference is that the prism of which the As GAL, ECB are the bases 
takes the place of “the solid of which the parallelogram AB is the base and 
GEHM its opposite"; while with the second figure we have to subtract the 
prisms which are proved equal successively from the solid of which the 
parallelogram 48B is the base and FDEN its opposite. 

Simson, as usual, suspects mutilation by “some unskilful editor,” but gives 
a curious reason why the case in which the two parallelograms opposite to 
AB have a side common ought not to have been omitted, namely that this 
case “is immediately deduced from the preceding 28th Prop. which seems for 
this purpose to have been premised to the 29th." But, apart from the fact that 
Euclid's Prop. 28 does zor prove the theorem which it enunciates (as we have 
seen), that theorem is not in the least necessary for the proof of this case of 
Prop. 29, as Euclid's proof applies to it perfectly well. 


PROPOSITION 30. 


Parallelepipedal solids which are on the same base and of 
the same height, and in which the extremities of the sides which 
stand up are not on the same straight lines, are equal to one 
another. 
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Let CM, CN be parallelepipedal solids on the same base 
AB and of the same height, 

and let the extremities of their 
sides which stand up, namely 
AF, AG, LM, LN, CD, CE, 
BH, BK, not be on the same 
straight lines ; 

I say that the solid CM is 
equal to the solid CW. 

For let VK, DH be pro- 
duced and meet one another 
at 
and further let FM, GE be 
produced to P, Q; 
let 40, LP, CQ, BR be joined. 

Then the solid C, of which the parallelogram 44 CAZ is 
the base, and (DFM its opposite, is equal to the solid CP, 
of which the parallelogram ACALZ is the base, and OQAP its 
opposite ; 
for they are on the same base ACBL and of the same height, 
and the extremities of their sides which stand up, namely 44 F, 
AO, LM, LP, CD, CQ, BH, BR, are on the same straight 
lines FP, DR. [xr. 29] 

But the solid CP, of which the parallelogram ACBL is 
the base, and OQAF its opposite, is equal to the solid CN, 
of which the parallelogram AC&L is the base and GE KW its 
opposite; 
for they are again on the same base AC AL and of the same 
height, and the extremities of their sides which stand up, 
namely 4G, AO, CE, CO, LN, LP, BK, BR, are on the 
same straight lines GQ, VR. 

Hence the solid C is also equal to the solid CW. 

Therefore etc. 








Q. E. D. 
This proposition completes the proof of the theorem that 
Two parallelepipeds on the same base and of the same height are equivalent. 
Legendre deduced the useful theorem that 
Every parallelepiped can be changed into an equtvalent rectangular parallele- 
piped having the same height and an equivalent base. 


For suppose we have a parallelepiped on the base ABCD with EFGH for 
the opposite face. 
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Draw AZ, BK, CL, DM perpendicular to the plane through ZFGH and 
all equal to the height of the parallelepiped 4G. Then, on joining ZK, KZ, 
LM, MI, we have a parallelepiped equivalent to the original one and having 
its lateral faces 4K, BL, CM, DZ rectangles. 








If ABCD is not a rectangle, draw 40, DJV in the plane AC perpendicu- 
lar to BC, and ZP, MQ in the plane ZZ perpendicular to KZ. 

Joining OP, NQ, we have a rectangular parallelepiped on 4 OWD as base 
which is equivalent to the parallelepiped with ABCD as base and ZZM as" 
opposite face, since we may regard these parallelepipeds as being on the same 
base 4DM/ and of the same height (40). 

That is, a rectangular parallelepiped has been constructed which is 
equivalent to the given parallelepiped and has (r) the same height, (2) an 
equivalent base. 

The American text-books which I have quoted adopt a somewhat different 
construction shown in the subjoined figure. 


G 





H' 





AN B" 


The edges 4B, DC, EF, HG of the original parallelepiped are produced 
and cut at right angles by two parallel planes at a distance apart 4'5' equal 
to AB. 

Thus a parallelepiped is formed in which all the faces are rectangles except 
AH, BG’ i 
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Next produce D' A', C'B', G'F', H'E' and cut them perpendicularly by two 
parallel planes at a distance apart B” C" equal to B’C’. 

The points of section determine a rectangular parallelepiped. 

The equivalence of the three parallelepipeds is proved, not by Eucl x1. 
29, 30, but by the proposition about a right section of a prism given above in 
the note to x1. 28 (3 in that note). 


PROPOSITION 31. 


Parallelepipedal solids which are on equal bases and of the 
same height are equal to one another. 


Let the parallelepipedal solids 4 E, CF, of the same height, 
be on equal bases AP, CD. 
I say that the solid AZ is equal to the solid CZ 








First, let the sides which stand up, HK, BE, AG, LM, 
PO, DF, CO, RS, be at right angles to the bases 48, CD; 


let the straight line RZ be produced in a straight line 
with CR; 


on the straight line AZ, and at the point Æ on it, let the 
angle TRU be constructed equal to the angle ALB, — [r 23] 
let RT be made equal to AZ, and RU equal to LB, 

and let the base RW and the solid XU be completed. 


Now, since the two sides TR, RU are equal to the two 
sides AZ, LB, 


and they contain equal angles, 


therefore the parallelogram AW is equal and similar to the 
parallelogram AL. 


Since again AL is equal to RT, and LW to RS, 
and they contain right angles, 


H. E. III. 
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therefore the parallelogram AX is equal and similar to the 
parallelogram 4 47. 


For the same reason 
LE is also equal and similar to SU; 


therefore three parallelograms of the solid 4E are equal and 
similar to three parallelograms of the solid XU. 

But the former three are equal and similar to the three 
opposite, and the latter three to the three opposite; —[x1. 24] 


therefore the whole parallelepipedal solid AZ is equal to the 
whole parallelepipedal solid X U. [x1. Def. xo] 


Let DR, WU be drawn through and meet one another 
at Y, 
let 275 be drawn through T parallel to DY, 
let PD be produced to a, 
and let the solids YX, RZ be completed. 


Then the solid XY, of which the parallelogram AX is the 
base and Fc its opposite, is equal to the solid XU of which 
the parallelogram AX is the base and UV its opposite, 


for they are on the same base RX and of the same height, and 

the extremities of their sides which stand up, namely RY, RU, 

Tb, TW, Se, Sd, Xc, XV, are on the same straight lines 

YW, eV. > [x1. 29] 
But the solid XU is equal to AZ ; 

therefore the solid X Y is also equal to the solid AZ. 


And, since the parallelogram RUWT is equal to the 
parallelogram Y 7, 


for they are on the same base RZ and in the same parallels 
RT, YW, [1 35] 
„while RUWT is equal to CD, since it is also equal to 4B, 
therefore the parallelogram YT is also equal to CD, 
But DT is another parallelogram ; 
therefore, as the base CD isto DT, sois YT to DT. [v. 7] 
And, since the parallelepipedal solid C7 has been cut by 
the plane AF which is parallel to opposite planes, 
as the base CD is to the base DZ, so is the solid CF to the 
solid A7. [x1. 25] 
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For the same reason, 


since the parallelepipedal solid Y7 has been cut by the plane 
ARX which is parallel to opposite planes, 


as the base YT is to the base TD, so is the solid YX to the 
solid A7. [xi 25] 


But, as the base CD is to DT, so is YT to DT; 


therefore also, as the solid CF is to the solid AZ, so is the 
solid YX to RJ. [v. 1x] 


Therefore each of the solids CF; VX has to A7 the same 
ratio ; 
therefore the solid CF is equal to the solid VX. [v. 9] 
But YX was proved equal to AZ; 
therefore AL is also equal to CF. 


Next, let the sides standing up, 4G, HK, BE, LM, CN, 
PQ, DF, RS, not be at right angles to the bases 48, CD; 


I say again that the solid AZ is equal to the solid CF. 





For from the points K, £, G, M. Q, F, N, S let KO, ET, 
GU, MV, QW, FX, NY, ST be drawn perpendicular to the 
plane of reference, and let them meet the plane at the points 
O, T, GO, V, W, X, Y, Z, 
and let O7,.0U, UV, TV, WX, WY, YI, IX be joined. 

Then the solid AV is equal to the solid QZ, 
for they are on the equal bases KM, QS and of the same 
height, and their sides which stand up are at right angles to 


their bases. [First part of this Prop.] 
But the solid AV is equal to the solid AZ, 
and QZ to CF; 


for they are on the same base and of the same height, while 
the extremities of their sides which stand up are not on the 
same straight lines. [x1. 30] 


22—2 
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Therefore the solid AZ is also equal to the solid CF. 


Therefore etc. 
Q. E. D. 


It is interesting to observe that, in the figure of this proposition, the bases 
are represented as lying “in the plane of the paper," as it were, and the third 
dimension as 'ístanding up" from that plane. The figure is that of the 
manuscript P slightly corrected as regards the solid 4 E. 

Nothing could well be more ingenious than the proof of this proposition, 
which recalls the brilliant proposition 1. 44 and the proofs of vi. 14 and 23. 

As the proof occupies considerable space in the text, it will no doubt be 
well to give a summary. 


I. First, suppose that the edges terminating at the angular points of the 
bases are perpendicular to the bases. 

AB, CD being the bases, Euclid constructs a solid identically equal to 
AE (he might simply have moved A E itself), placing it so that 7S is the edge 
corresponding to HK (RS= HK because the heights are equal), and the face 
RX corresponding to AF is in the plane of CS. 

The faces CD, R W are in one plane because both are perpendicular to 
AS. Thus DR, WU meet, if produced, in Y say. 

Complete the parallelograms YZ, DT and the solids YX, FT. 

Then (solid YX) = (solid UX), 
because they are on the same base SZ and of the same height. . [xı 29] 


Also, CZ, YI being parallelepipeds cut by planes ÆA, RX parallel to pairs 
of opposite faces respectively, 

(solid CF) : (solid 27) 2 £7 CD :£3 DT, [xi 25] 
and (solid VX) : (solid £7) «£7 Y7T':£2DT. 

But [1. 35] O YT=0 UT 

=O AB 

= CD, by hypothesis. 
Therefore (solid CF) = (solid YX) 

=(solid UX) 

= (solid 4Z). 

II. If the edges terminating at the base are zo¢ perpendicular to it, turn 
each solid into an equivalent one on the same base with edges perpendicular 
to it (by drawing four perpendiculars from the angular points of the base to 
the plane of the opposite face). (xr. 29, 30 prove the equivalence.) 

Then the equivalent solids are equal, by Part 1.5; so that the original solids 
are also equal. 

Simson observes that Euclid has made no mention of the case in which 
the bases of the two solids are eguiangular, and he prefixes this case to Part 1. 
in the text. This is surely unnecessary, as Part 1. covers it well enough: the 
only difference in the figure is that UW would coincide with YS and dV 
with ec. . 

Simson further remarks that in the demonstration of Part 11. it is not 
proved that the new solids constructed in the manner described ave parallele- 
pipeds. The proof is, however, so simple that it scarcely needed insertion 
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into the text. He is correct in his remark that the words ‘while the 
extremities of their sides which stand up are not on the same straight lines” 
just before the end of the proposition would be better absent, since they may 
be “on the same straight lines.” 


PROPOSITION 32. 


Parallelepipedal solids which are of the same height are to 
one another as their bases. 
Let AB, CD be parallelepipedal solids of the same height; 


I say that the parallelepipedal solids 48, CD are to one 
another as their bases, that is, that, as the base AF is to the 
base CF, so is the solid 4B to the solid CD. 


8 D K 
A C G H 


For let FH equal to AZ be applied to FG, [I. 45] 
and on FH as base, and with the same height as that of CD, 
let the parallelepipedal solid GX be completed. 

Then the solid 42 is equal to the solid GX ; 
for they are on equal bases AZ, FH and of the same height. 

[x1. 31] 

And, since the parallelepipedal solid CK is cut by the plane 
DG which is parallel to opposite planes, 
therefore, as the base CF is to the base EZ, so is the solid 
CD to the solid DÆ. [xi 25] 

But the base FH is equal to the base AE, 
and the solid GK to the solid A47; 
therefore also, as the base AZ is to the base CF, so is the 
solid 4S to the solid CD. 

Therefore etc. 

Q. E. D. 


As Clavius observed, Euclid should have said, in applying the parallelo- 
gram ZH to FG, that it should be applied “iz the angle FGH equal to the 
angle LCG.” Simson is however, I think, hypercritical when he states as 
regards the completion of the solid GX that it ought to be said, “complete 
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the solid of which the base is ZH, and one of its insisting straight lines is FD.” 
Surely, when we have two faces DG, FH meeting in an edge, to say “complete 
the solid” is quite sufficient, though the words “on ## as base” might 
perhaps as well be left out. The same “completion ” of a parallelepipedal 
solid occurs in XI. 31 and 33. 


PROPOSITION 33. 
Similar parallelepipedal solids are to one another in the 
triplicate vatto of therr corresponding sides. 
Let AB, CD be similar parallelepipedal solids, 
and let 4Z be the side corresponding to CF; 


I say that the solid 47 bas to the solid CD the ratio triplicate 
of that which 4Z has to CF. 





For let EK, EL, EM be produced in a straight line with 
AE, GE, HE, 


let EK be made equal to CF, EZ equal to EN, and further 
EM equal to FR, i 


and let the parallelogram AZ and the solid KP be completed. 
.. Now, since the two sides KE, EL are equal to the two 
sides CF, FN, 


while the angle AZZ is also equal to the angle CFW, 
inasmuch as the angle AEG is also equal to the angle CEN 
because of the similarity of the solids 42, CD, 
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therefore the parallelogram XZ is equal « and similar > to the 
parallelogram CN. 

For the same reason 
the parallelogram KM is also equal and similar to CR, 
and further EP to DF; 
therefore three parallelograms of the solid AP are equal and 
similar to three parallelograms of the solid CD. 

But the former three parallelograms are equal and similar 
to their opposites, and the latter three to their opposites; [xr. 24] 


therefore the whole solid AP is equal and similar to the whole 
solid CD. [x1. Def. xo] 


Let the parallelogram GX be completed, 


and on the parallelograms GX, KL as bases, and with the 
same height as that of AZ, let the solids ZO, ZQ be 
completed. 


Then since, owing to the similarity of the solids 43, CD, 
as AE is to CF, so is EG to FN, and EZ to FR, 
while CF is equal to EK, FN to EL, and FR to EM, 
therefore, as 4Z is to EK, so is GE to EL, and HE to EM. 


But, as AZ is to EK, so is AG to the parallelogram GX, 
as GE is to EL, so is GK to KL, 
and, as HE is to EM, sois QE to KM ; [vr. 1] 
therefore also, as the parallelogram AG is to GX, so is GK 
to KL, and QE to KM. 

But, as AG is to GK, so is the solid AF to the solid EO, 
as GK is to KZ, so is the solid OZ to the solid QZ, 
and, as QE is to KM, so is the solid QZ to the solid KP; 

[xi. 32] 
therefore also, as the solid AA is to £O, so is EO to QL, and 
OL to KP. 

But, if four magnitudes be continuously proportional, the 
first has to the fourth the ratio triplicate of that which it has 
to the second ; [v. Def. 10] 
therefore the solid AB has to KP the ratio triplicate of that 
which AB has to EO. 

But, as A is to EO, so is the parallelogram AG to GK, 
and the straight line AZ to EK (vi. 1]; 
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hence the solid 4B has also to KP the ratio triplicate of that 
which AF has to EK. 


But the solid AP is equal to the solid CD, 
and the straight line EX to CF; 


therefore the solid 48 has also to the solid CD the ratio 
triplicate of that which the corresponding side of it, AZ, has 
to the corresponding side CF. 


Therefore etc. 
Q. E. D. 


Porism. From this it is manifest that, if four straight 
lines be «continuously > proportional, as the first is to the 
fourth, so will a parallelepipedal solid on the first be to the 
similar and similarly described parallelepipedal solid on the 
second, inasmuch as the first has to the fourth the ratio 
triplicate of that which it has to the second. 


The proof may be summarised as follows. 

The three edges 4Z, GE, HE of the parallelepiped 4.8 which meet at 
E, the vertex corresponding to Æ in the other parallelepiped, are produced, 
and lengths EE, EL, EM are marked off equal respectively to the edges CZ, 
EN, FR of CD. 


The parallelograms and solids are then completed as shown in the figure. 
Euclid first shows that the solid CD and the new solid PX are equal and 
similar according to the criterion in xi. Def. ro, viz. that they are contained 
by the same number of equal and similar planes. (They are arranged in the 
same order, and it would be easy to prove equality by proving the equality of 
a pair of solid angles and then applying one solid to the other.) 
We have now, by hypothesis, 
AE: CF=E£G:FN=EH: FR; 
that is, AB: EK=EG:EL=EH: EM. 
But AZ: EK=0 4G : O GK, (vi. 1] 
EG: EL=0 GK :£3 KL, 
EH: EM-(U HK : C] KM. 
Again, by X1. 25 or 32, 
£7 AG: GK = (solid 4B) : (solid EO), 
L7 GK : [7 KL = (solid EO) : (solid QZ), 
LE EK :(7 KM = (solid QL) : (solid KP). 
Therefore 
(solid 4.5) : (solid ZO) — (solid ZO) : (solid QZ) = (solid QZ) : (solid KP), 
or the solid 4B is to the solid KP (that is, CD) in the ratio triplicate of that 


which the solid 4B has to the solid EO, i.e. the ratio triplicate of that which 
AE has to EK (or CF). 


Heiberg doubts whether the Porism appended to this proposition is 
. genuine. 
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Simson adds, as Prop. D, a useful theorem which we should have expected 
to find here, on the analogy of vi. 23 following vi. 19, 20, viz. that So/zd 
parallelepipeds contained by parallelograms equiangular to one another, each to 
cath, that ts, of which the solid angles are equal, each to each, have to one another 
tht ratio compounded of the ratios of their sides. 

The proof follows the method of the proposition XI. 33, and we can use 
the same figure. In order to obtain one ratio between lines to represent the 
ratio compounded of the ratios of the sides, after the manner of vi. 23, we 
take any straight line a, and then determine three other straight lines 4, 4 d, 
such that 

i AE: CF-a:b, 
EG : FN: c, 
ELH: FR=c:d, 
whence a : d represents the ratio compounded of the ratios of the sides. 
We obtain, in the same manner as above, 


(solid 4B) : (solid £O) -£7 4G:£2 GK- AE: EK - AE: CF 


=a:b, 
(solid EQ) : (solid QL) = GK :O KL = GE: EL = GE: FN 

zig 
(solid QZ): (solid KP) 2 HK: O KM -EH:EM-EH:FKR 

-c:d, 


whence, by composition [v. 22], 
(solid AB) : (solid EP) =a: à, 
or (solid AB) : (solid CD) =a:d. 


PROPOSITION 34. 


In equal parallelepipedal solids the bases are reciprocally 
proportional to the heights; and those parallelepipeda solids zn 
which the bases ave reciprocally proportional to the heeghts are 
egual. 

Let AB, CD be equal parallelepipedal solids ; 

I say that in the parallelepipedal solids 44, CD the bases are 
reciprocally proportional to the heights, 

that is, as the base Z/ is to the base /VQ, so is the height 
of the solid C2 to the height of the solid AB. 

First, let the sides which stand up, namely 4G, EF, LB, 
HK, CM, NO, PD, QR, be at right angles to their bases ; 


I say that, as the base AH is to the base VQ, so is CM 
to AG. 


If now the base ZH is equal to the base VQ, 
while the solid 42 is also equal to the solid CD, 
CM will also be equal to 4G. 
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For parallelepipedal solids of the same height are to 
one another as the bases; [xr. 32] 
and, as the base £H is to VQ, so will C/Z be to AG, 
and it is manifest that in the parallelepipedal solids AB, CD 
the bases are reciprocally proportional to the heights. 

Next, let the base EZ not be equal to the base VQ, 
but let EZ be greater. 

















Now the solid 42 is equal to the solid CD ; 
therefore C/ is also greater than AG. 
Let then CT be made equal to 4G, 


and let the parallelepipedal solid VC be completed on VQ as 
base and with C7 as height. 


Now, since the solid AB is equal to the solid CD, 
and CV is outside them, f 
while equals have to the same the same ratio, [v. 7] 


therefore, as the solid 44 Z is to the solid CV, so is the solid 
CD to the solid CV. 


But, as the solid AB is to the solid CV, so is the base 
EH to the base VQ, 


for the solids 42, CV are of equal height ; [x1. 32] 


and, as the solid C2 is to the solid CV, so is the base MO to 
the base TQ [xi. 25] and CM to CT [v 1]; 


therefore also, as the base EA is to the base WỌ, so is MC 
io CT. 


But CT is equal to AG; 


therefore also, as the base AA is to the base WỌ, so is MC 
to AG. 
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Therefore in the parallelepipedal solids 4B, CD the bases 
are reciprocally proportional to the heights. 


Again, in the parallelepipedal solids 48, CD let the bases 
be reciprocally proportional to the heights, that is, as the base 
EH is to the base VQ, so let the height of the solid CD be 
to the height of the solid 4A; 


I say that the solid 44 7 is equal to the solid CD. 


Let the sides which stand up be again at right angles to 
the bases. ` f 
Now, if the base ZH is equal to the base VQ, 


and, as the base Z/7 is to the base VQ, so is the height of 
the solid CØ to the height of the solid 42, 


therefore the height of the solid CD is also equal to the 
height of the solid AB. 


But parallelepipedal solids on equal bases and of the same 
height are equal to one another ; [xr. 3x] 


therefore the solid 4B is equal to the solid CD. 

Next, let the base A not be equal to the base WỌ, 
but let ZZ be greater ; 
therefore the height of the solid CD is also greater than the 
height of the solid 4B, 
that is, CM is greater than AG. 

Let CT be again made equal to 4G, 
and let the solid CV be similarly completed. 

Since, as the base E/7 is to the base VQ, so is MC 
to AG, 
while AG is equal to C7, 
uS as the base ÆÆ is to the base VQ, so is CM 
to : 

But, as the base Æ is to the base VQ, so is the solid 
AB to the solid CV, 


for the solids AZ, CV are of equal height ; [x1. 32] 
and, as CM isto C7, so is the base MỌ to the base QT [vi 1] 
and the solid CD to the solid CV. [xi. 25] 


Therefore also, as the solid AA is to the solid CZ, so is 
the solid CD to the solid CV; 


therefore each of the solids 48, CD has to CV the same 


ratio. 
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Therefore the solid AB is equal to the solid CD. [v. 9] 


Now let the sides which stand up, FE, BL, GA, HK, 
ON, DP, MC, RQ, not be at right angles to their bases ; 
let perpendiculars be drawn from the points Z, G, 4, K, O, 
M, D, R to the planes through E, NVQ, and let them meet 
the planes at S, 7; U, V, W, X, Y, a, 
and let the solids FV, Oa be completed ; 
I say that, in this case too, if the solids 4B, CD are equal, 
the bases are reciprocally proportional to the heights, that is, 
as the base £/7 is to the base /VQ, so is the height of the 
solid CD to the height of the solid 42. 














Since the solid 4B is equal to the solid CD, 
while 4B is equal to 27, 
for they are on the same base FK and of the same height; 


[xr 29, 30] 
and the solid CD is equal to DX, 
for they are again on the same base RO and of the same 
height ; [id] 
therefore the solid BT is also equal to the solid DX. 


Therefore, as the base EK is to the base OR, so is the 
height of the solid DX to the height of the solid AT. 


' [Part 1.] 
But the base FK is equal to the base EZ, 
and the base OZ to the base VQ; 


therefore, as the base EA is to the base VQ, so is the height 
of the solid DX to the height of the solid BT. 
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But the solids DX, BT and the solids DC, BA have the 
same heights respectively ; 


therefore, as the base 77 is to the base WỌ, so is the height 
of the solid DC to the height of the solid AZ. 


Therefore in the parallelepipedal solids 48, CD the bases 
are reciprocally proportional to the heights. 


Again, in the parallelepipedal solids 42, CD let the bases 
be reciprocally proportional to the heights, 


that is, as the base ÆÆ is to the base WỌ, so let the height 
of the solid CD be to the height of the solid 4B; 


I say that the solid 4B is equal to the solid CD. 
For, with the same construction, 


since, as the base ÆÆ is to the base VQ, so is the height of 
the solid CD to the height of the solid 4 7, 


while the base EZ is equal to the base FK, 
and VQ to OR, 


therefore, as the base FX is to the base OR, so is the height 
of the solid C2 to the height of the solid 47. 


But the solids 44, CD and BT, DX have the same 
heights respectively ; 


therefore, as the base FX is to the base OR, so is the height 
of the solid DX to the height of the solid 57. 


Therefore in the parallelepipedal solids 5 T, DX the bases 
are reciprocally proportional to the heights ; 


therefore the solid BT is equal to the solid DX. [Part 1.] 
But BT is equal to BA, 
for they are on the same base FK and of the same height ; 


[XI 29, 30] 

and the solid DX is equal to the solid DC. [z] 
Therefore the solid 4B is also equal to the solid CD. 
Q. E. D. 


In this proposition Euclid makes two assumptions which require notice, 
(1) that, if two parallelepipeds are equal, and have equal bases, their heights 
are equal, and (2) that, if the bases of two equal paxallelepipeds are unequal, 
that which has the lesser base has the greater height. In justification of the 
former statement Euclid says, according to what Heiberg holds to be the 
genuine reading, *for parallelepipedal solids of the same height are to one 
another as their bases” [x1. 32]. This apparently struck some very early 
editor as not being sufficient, and he added the explanation appearing in 
Simson's text, “ For if, the bases Æ Æ, WQ being equal, the heights 4G, CM 
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were not equal, neither would the solid 42 be equal to CD. But it is by 
hypothesis equal. Therefore the height CA is not unequal to the height 4G; 
therefore it is equal.” Then, it being perceived that there ought not to be two 
explanations, the genuine one was erased from the inferior Mss. While the 
interpolated explanation does not take us very far, the truth of the statement 
may be deduced with perhaps greater ease from xi. 31 than from XI. 32 
quoted by Euclid. For, assuming one height greater than the other, while the 
bases are equal, we have only to cut from the higher solid so much as will 
make its height equal to that of the other. Then this 5a77 of the higher solid 
is equal to the whole of the other solid which is by hypothesis equal to the 
higher solid itself. That is, the whole is equal to its part: which is impossible. 

The genuine text contains no explanation of the second assumption that, 
if the base HH be greater than the base /VQ, while the solids are equal, the 
height CM is greater than the height 4G; for the added words “ for, if not, 
neither again will the solids AB, CD be equal; but they are equal by 
hypothesis” are no doubt interpolated. In this case the truth of the assump- 
tion is easily deduced from xt. 32 by reductio ad absurdum. If the height CM 
were egual to the height 4G, the solid 45 would be to the solid CD as the 
base EZ is to the base VQ, i.e. as a greater to a less, so that the solids would 
not be equal, as they are by hypothesis. Again, if the height CM were Jess 
than the height 4G, we could increase the height of CD till it was equal to 
that of 4B, and it would then appear that AZ is greater than the heightened 
solid and a fortiori greater than CD: which contradicts the hypothesis. 

Clavius rather ingeniously puts the first assumption the other way, saying 
that, if the heights are equal in the equal parallelepipeds, the bases must be 
equal This follows directly from x1. 32, which proves that the parallelepipeds 
are to one another as their bases; though Clavius deduces it indirectly from 
Xi. 31. The advantage of Clavius’ alternative is that it makes the second 
assumption unnecessary. He merely says, if the heigh¢s be not equal, let CA 
be the greater, and then proceeds with Euclid's construction. 

It is also to be observed that, when Euclid comes to the corresponding 
proposition for cones and cylinders [xit 15] he begins by supposing the 
heights equal, inferring by x11. rı (corresponding to xr. 32) that, the solids 
being equal, the bases are also equal, and then proceeds to the case where the 
heights are unequal without making any preliminary inference about the 
bases. The analogy then of xii. r5, and the fact that he quotes x1. 32 here 
(which directly proves that, if the solids are equal, and also their heights, their 
bases are also equal), make Clavius’ form the more convenient to adopt. 

The two assumptions being proved as above, the proposition can be put 
shortly as follows. 

I. Suppose the edges terminating at the corners of the base to be per- 
pendicular to it. 

Then (a), if the base &A be equal to the base WỌ, the parallelepipeds 
being also equal, the heights must be equal (converse of xr. 31), so that the 
bases are reciprocally proportional to the heights, the ratio of the bases and 
the ratio of the heights being both ratios of equality. 

(4) If the base EZ be greater than the base VQ, and consequently (by 
deduction from XI. 32) the height CA greater than the height AG, cut off 
CT from CM equal to 4 G, and draw the plane ZY through 7' parallel to the 
base VQ, making the parallelepiped CV, with CZ (= AG) for its height. 

Then, since the solids 48, CD are equal, 


(solid 4B) : (solid CV) = (solid CD): (solid CV). [v. 7] 
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But (solid 4B) : (solid CV) = HE :£2 NO, [x1 ag] 
and (solid C2) : (solid CV) «77 MO: TQ [x1. 25] 
= CM: CT. [vi. 1] 

Therefore O HE :f7 NQ = CM: CT 

= CM: AG. 


Conversely (2), if the bases ZH, VQ be equal and reciprocally proportional 
to the heights, the heights must be equal. 


Consequently (solid 4B) = (solid CD). (xi. 31] 
(P) If the bases E ZZ, VQ be unequal, if, e.g. C7 EH >O MO, 
then, since EJ EH: NQ = CM:AG, 
l CM > AG. 
Make the same construction as before. 
Then O EH: NQ = (solid AB) : (solid CV), [x1 32] 
and k CM:AG-CM:CT 
=O MQ:O TQ [vr. 1] 
= (solid CD) : (solid CV). [x1 25] 
Therefore 
(solid 4B) : (solid CV) — (solid CD) : (solid CV), 
whence (solid 4B) = solid CD. [v. 9] 


II. Suppose that the edges terminating at the corners of the bases are zo 
perpendicular to it. 


Drop perpendiculars on the bases from the corners of the faces opposite 
to the bases. 

We thus have two parallelepipeds equal to 4B, CD respectively, since 
they are on the same bases FX, XO and of the same height respectively. 


i . [xi. 29, 30] 
If then (x) the solid 42 is equal to the solid CD, 


(solid BZ) = (solid DX), 
and, by the first part of this proposition, 
O KF :07 OR = MX: GT, 


or O HE: NQ= MX: GT. 
(2) 1f O HE: NQ = MX: GT, 
then O KF: OR = MX: GT, 


so that, by the first half of the proposition, the solids BZ, DX are equal, and 
consequently 


(solid 42) = (solid CD). 





The text of the second part of the proposition four times contains, after 
the words “of the same height,” the words “in which the sides which stand 
up are not on the same straight lines.” As Simson observed, they are inept, 
as the extremities of the edges may or may not be “on the same straight 
lines"; cf. the similar words incorrectly inserted at the end of xr. 31. 

Words purporting to quote the result of the first part of the proposition 
are also twice inserted; but they are rejected as unnecessary and as containing 
an absurd expression—‘“ (solids) in which ZZe heights are at right angles to their 
bases,” as if the heights could be otherwise than perpendicular to the bases. 
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PROPOSITION 35. 


If there be two equal plane angles, and on their vertices 
there be set up elevated straight lines contatning equal angles 
with the original straight lines respectively, tf on the elevated 
straight lines points be taken at random and perpendiculars be 
drawn from them to the planes tn which the original angles 
are, and if from the points so arising in the planes straight 
lines be jotned to the vertices of the original angles, they will 
contain, with the elevated straight lines, equal angles. 


Let the angles BAC, EDF be two equal rectilineal angles, 
and from the points 4, D let the elevated strarght lines AG, 
DM be set up containing, with the original straight lines, 
equal angles respectively, namely, the angle MDE to the 
angle GAB and the angle MDF to the angle GAC, 
let points G, M be taken at random on AG, DM, 
let GL, MN be drawn from the points G, M perpendicular to 
the planes through BA, AC and ED, DF, and let them meet 
the planes at ZL, JV, 
and let L.A, VD be joined ; 

I say that the angle GAZ is equal to the angle MDN. 





Let AH be made equal to DM, 
and let HX be drawn through the point Æ parallel to GZ. 
But GZ 1s perpendicular to the plane through BA, AC; 
therefore “7K is also perpendicular to the plane through 
BA, AC. [xr. 8] 
From the points K, V let KC, NF, KB, NE be drawn 
perpendicular to the straight lines 4C, DF, AB, DE, 
and let HC, CB, MF, FE be joined. 
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Since the square on ÆA is equal to the squares on FK, 
KA, 
and the squares on KC, CA are equal to the square on KA, 

[. 47] 
therefore the square on HA is also equal to the squares on 
HK, KC, CA. 

But the square on ÆC is equal to the squares on 
HK, KC; [r 47] 
therefore the square on ÆA is equal to the squares on 
HC, CA. 

Therefore the angle ACA is right. (1. 48] 


For the same reason 
the angle DFM is also right. 
Therefore the angle 44 C77 is equal to the angle DEM. 
But the angle HAC is also equal to the angle MDF. 
Therefore MDF, HAC are two triangles which have two 
angles equal to two angles respectively, and one side equal to 
one side, namely, that subtending one of the equal angles, 
that is, WA equal to MD; 
therefore they will also have the remaining sides equal to the 
remaining sides respectively. [1. 26] 
Therefore AC is equal to DF. 


Similarly we can prove that AZ is also equal to DE. 
Since then AC is equal to DF, and AB to DE, 
the two sides CA, AB are equal to the two sides FD, DE. 
But the angle CAB is also equal to the angle PDF ; 
therefore the base BC is equal to the base £7, the triangle to 
the triangle, and the remaining angles to the remaining 
angles ; [1. 4] 
therefore the angle ACB is equal to the angle DF. 
But the right angle ACK is also equal to the right angle 
DEN ; 
therefore the remaining angle ZCK is also equal to the 
remaining angle E/N. 


For the same reason 


the angle CK is also equal to the angle FEN. 


H. E. III. 23 
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Therefore BCK, EFN are two triangles which have two 
angles equal to two angles respectively, and one side equal to 
one side, namely, that adjacent to the equal angles, that is, 
BC equal to EF; 


therefore they will also have the remaining sides equal to the 
remaining sides. [1. 26] 


Therefore CK is equal to FW. 
But AC is also equal to DF; 


therefore the two sides AC, CK are equal to the two sides 
DF, FN; 
and they contain right angles. 
Therefore the base 4X is equal to the base DIV. [1. 4] 
And, since AH is equal to DM, 
the square on 4H is also equal to the square on DM. 
But the squares on 4K, KA are equal to the square 
on AH, 
for the angle AKA is right ; [t 47] 
and the squares on DN, NM are equal to the square 
on DM, 
for the angle DWM is right; (1. 47] 
therefore the squares on 4K, KH; are equal to the squares 
on DN, NM; 
and of these the square on AX is Sad to the square on DV; 
therefore the remaining square on XÆ is equal to the square 
on NM ; 
therefore (7K is equal to MN. 
. And, since the two sides HA, AK are equal to the two 
sides MD, DN respectively, 
and the base HX was proved equal to the base MJ, 
therefore the angle WAX is equal to the angle MDN.  [r. 8] 
Therefore etc. 


Porism. From this it is manifest that, if there be two 
equal plane angles, and if there be set up on them elevated 
straight lines which are equal and contain equal angles with 
the original straight lines respectively, the perpendiculars 
drawn from their extremities to the planes in which are 
the original angles are equal to one another. 

Q. E. D. 
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This proposition is required for the next, where it is necessary to know 
that, if in two equiangular parallelepipeds equal angles, one in each, be 
contained by three plane angles respectively, one of which is an angle of the 
parallelogram forming the dase in one parallelepiped, while its equal is likewise 
in the dase of the other, and the edges in which the two remaining angles 
forming the solid angles meet are egual, the parallelepipeds ave of the same 
height. 

"Bearing in mind the definition of the inclination of a straight line to a 
plane, we might enunciate the proposition more shortly thus. 


Lf there be two trihedral angles identically equal to one another, corresponding 
edges in each are equally inclined to the planes through the other two edges 
respectively. 

The proof, which is necessarily somewhat long, may be summarised thus. 

It is required to prove that the angles GAZ, MDN in the figure are equal, 
G, M being any points on AG, DM, and GZ, MN perpendicular to the 
planes BAC, ADF respectively. 

If AH is made equal to DM, and HK is drawn in the plane GAZ parallel 
to GZ, 

HK is also perpendicular to the plane BAC. [x1. 8] 

Draw KB, KC perpendicular to AB, AC respectively and MZ, NA 
perpendicular to DZ, DF respectively, and complete the figures. 


Now (1) HA = HK? + KA? 
=AK?+KC+CA p. [x. 47] 
= HC + CA? 
Therefore LH CA =a right angle. 
Similarly L MFD =a right angle. 
(2) As HAC, MDF have therefore two angles equal and one side. 
Therefore AHACZAMDF, and AC- DF. [1. 26] 


(3) Similarly AHABSAMDE, and AB = DE. 
(4) Hence As ABC, DEF are equal in all respects, so that BC= EZ 
aud LABC =L DEF, 
4L ACB = DFE. 
(5) Therefore the complements of these angles are equal, 
Le. LKBCz-LNEF, 
and L KCB =L NFE. 


(6) The As BC, VEF have two angles equal and one side, and are 
therefore equal in all respects, so that 


KB = NE, 
KC- NF. 


The right-angled triangles XA C, WDF are equal in all respects, since 
AC=DF{[(2) above], KC = NEF. 
Consequently AK=DN. 
(8) In As HAK, MDN, 
HR? + KA = HA? 
= MD, by hypothesis, 
= MN? + ND. 


23-—2 
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Subtracting the equals KA*, WD", 
we have HRK? = MN’, 
or HK = MN. 
(9) As HAK, MDN are now equal in all respects, by 1. 8 and 1. 4, and 
therefore 
LHAK-LMDN. 
The Porism is merely a statement of the result arrived at in (8). 


Legendre uses, practically, the construction and argument of this propo- 
sition to prove the theorem given under (3) of the note on xr. 21 above that 
In two equal trihedral angles, corresponding pairs of face angles include equal 
dihedral angles. This fact is readily deduced from the above proposition. 

Since [(1)] ÆC, KC are both perpendicular to 4C, and MF, NF both 
perpendicular to DF, the angles HCK, MFN are the measures of the 
dihedral angles between the planes HAC, BAC, and MDF, EDF respec- 


tively. [xi. Def. 6] 
By (6), KC = NF, 
and, by (8), HK = MN, 
while the angles HC, MNF, both being right, are equal. 
Consequently the As HCA, MEN are equal in all respects, [r. 4] 
so that LHCK=1 MEN. 


Simson substituted a different proof of (1) in the above summary, as 
follows. 


Since 7K is perpendicular to the plane BAC, the plane ZBK, passing 
through AYA, is also perpendicular to the plane BAC. [x1. 18] 

And AS, being drawn in the plane BAC perpendicular to BX, the 
common section of the planes HAA, BAC, is perpendicular to the plane 
HBK [xi Def. 4] and is therefore perpendicular to every straight line 
meeting it in that plane [xi. Def. 3]. 

Hence the angle ABH is a right angle. 

I think Euclid's proof much preferable to this with its references to 
definitions which are more of the nature of theorems. 


PROPOSITION 36. 


Jf three straight lines be proportional, the parallelepipeda] 
solid formed out of the three is equal to the parallelepipedal 
solid on the mean which is equilateral, but eguiangular with 
the aforesaid solid. 


Let A, B, C be three straight lines in proportion, so that, 
as A is to D, so is B to C; 
I say that the solid formed out of 4, B, C is equal to the 
solid on Æ which is equilateral, but equiangular with the 
aforesaid solid. 

Let there be set out the solid angle at Æ contained by the 
angles DEG, GEF, FED, 
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let each of the straight lines DE, GE, EF be made equal to 
B, and let the parallelepipedal solid ZK be completed, 

let LM be made equal to A, 

and on the straight line ZM, and at the point Z on it, let there 
be constructed a solid angle equal to the solid angle at Æ, 
namely that contained by LO, OLM, MLN; 

let LO be made equal to Z, and ZW equal to C. 


fd. P 


Now, since, as 4 is to 2, so is P to C, 
while 4 is equal to LM, B to each of the straight lines ZO, 
ED, and C to LN, 
therefore, as LM is to EF, so is DE to LN. 

Thus the sides about the equal angles VZM, DEF are 
reciprocally proportional ; 
therefore the parallelogram MAN is equal to the parallelogram 
DEF. [vi. 14] 

And, since the angles DEF, NLM are two plane recti- 
lineal angles, and on them the elevated straight lines LO, EG 
are set up which are equal to one another and contain equal 
angles with the original straight lines respectively, 
therefore the perpendiculars drawn from the points G, O to 
the planes through VL, LM and DE, EF are equal to one 
another ; (xt. 35, Por.] 
hence the solids LH, EK are of the same height. 

But parallelepipedal solids on equal bases and of the same 
height are equal to one another ; [xi 31] 
therefore the solid AZ is equal to the solid EK. 

And LZ is the solid formed out of 4, B, C, and EX the 
solid on B; 
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therefore the parallelepipedal solid formed out of 4, P, C is 
equal to the solid on Z which is equilateral, but equiangular 
with the aforesaid solid. 

Q. E. D. 


The edges of the parallelepiped AZ being respectively equal to 4, D, C, 
and those of the equiangular parallelepiped AZ being all equal to 4, we 
regard MN (not containing the edge OZ equal to B) as the base of the first 
parallelepiped, and consequently FD, equiangular to MN, as the base of KZ. 


Then the solids have the same height. [xi. 35, Por.] 
Hence (solid AZZ) : (solid KZ) = O MN: C7 FD. [xi. 32] 
But, since 4, B, C are in continued proportion, 
A:B=B:C, 
or LM:EF=DE:LN. 


Thus the sides of the equiangular (7s MN, FD are reciprocally pro- 
portional, whence 
O MN = FD, [vi. x4] 
and therefore (solid ZZ) = (solid KZ). 


PROPOSITION 37. 


Jf four straight lines be proportional, the paratlelepipedal 
solids on them which are similar and similarly described will 
also be proportional; and, tf the parallelepipedal solids on them 
which are similar and similarly described be proportional, the 
straight lines will themselves also be proportional. 


Let AB, CD, EF, GH be four straight lines in proportion, 
so that, as 4B is to CD, so is EF to GH; 


and let there be described on AB, CD, EF, GH the similar 
and similarly situated parallelepipedal solids KA, LC, WE, 
NG ; 

I say that, as KA is to LC, so is WE to NG. 


N 
a | 
| 
3 X a 
A B e D E F G H 
For, since the parallelepipedal solid XA is similar to LC, 


therefore AA has to LC the ratio triplicate of that which 4B 
has to CD. [xi. 33] 
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For the same reason 


ME also has to NG the ratio triplicate of that which EF has 
to GH. [i2] 
And, as AB is to CD, so is EF to GH. 
Therefore also, as AK is to LC, so is ME to NG. 


Next, as the solid 4X is to the solid ZC, so let the solid 
ME be to the solid VG; 


I say that, as the straight line 4B is to CD, so is EF to GH. 
For since, again, XA has to LC the ratio triplicate of that 


which ABZ has to CD, [xr. 33] 
and WE also has to NG the ratio triplicate of that which EF 
has to GAH, [iz] 


and, as KA is to LC, so is ME to NG, 
therefore also, as 4 is to CD, so is EF to GH. 


Therefore etc. Q. E. D. 


In this proposition it is assumed that, if two ratios be equal, the ratio 
triplicate of one is equal to the ratio triplicate of the other and, conversely, 
that, if ratios which are the triplicate of two other ratios are equal, those other 
ratios are themselves equal. 

To avoid the necessity for these assumptions Simson adopts the alternative 
proof found in the ms. which Heiberg calls b, and also adopted by Clavius, 
who, however, gives Euclid's proof as well, attributing it to Theon. The 
alternative proof proceeds after the manner of vi. 22, thus. 

Make 4 B, CD, O, P continuous proportionals, and also EF, GH, Q, & 


HHH 


G 
R 





o P 
V 


I. Then, since Nee aN 
AB: CD=EF: GH, 


! - ! f 
we have, ex aequali, | | 
AB: P=EF:R. [v. 22] 


But (solid 4K): (solid CZ) = AB: P, COO 
[xr 33 and Por] $ T 
and (solid ÆM) : (solid GW) = EF: R. 
Therefore 
(solid 4X) : (solid CL) = (solid EAM): (solid GN). 
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IL Ifthe solids are proportional, take $7 such that 
AB:CD= EF: ST, 
and on ST describe the parallelepiped SV similar and similarly situated to 
either of the parallelepipeds EM, GN. 

Then, by the first part, 

(solid A Æ) : (solid CZ) = (solid ZAZ) : (solid SV), 
whence it follows that 
(solid GJV) = (solid S7). 

But these solids are similar and similarly situated ; 
therefore their faces are similar and equal ; [xi. Def. 1o] 
therefore the corresponding sides GH, ST are equal. 

[For this inference cf. note on vi. 22. The equality of G.Z, S7 may 
readily be proved by application of the two parallelepipeds to one another, 
since, being similar, they are equiangular.] 

Hence AB:CD-2 EF: GH. 


The text of the mss. has here a proposition which is as badly placed as it 
is unnecessary. Jf a plane be at right angles to a plane, and from any one of the 
points in one of the planes a perpendicular be drawn to the other plane, the 
perpendicular so drawn will fall on the common section of the planes. It is of 
the nature of a lemma to xi. 17, where 
alone the fact is made use of. Heiberg 
observes that it is omitted in b and that the 
copyist of P knew other texts which did not 
contain it. From these facts it is fairly con- 
cluded that the proposition was interpolated. 
The truth of it is of course immediately 
obvious by reductio ad absurdum. Let the plane CAD be perpendicular to 
the plane 48, and let a perpendicular be drawn to the latter from any point 
& in the former. 

If it does not fall on 4D, the common section, let it meet the plane 4.8 
in E 

Draw FG in AZ perpendicular to AD, and join £G. 

Then FG is perpendicular to the plane C4D [x1. Def. 4], and therefore 
to GE [x1. Def. 3]. Therefore 4 EGF is right. 

Also, since ZF is perpendicular to 4B, 
the angle E FG is right. 

That is, the triangle E GF has two right angles: 
which is impossible. 





PROPOSITION 38. 


Jf the sides of the opposite planes of a cube be bisected, and 
Blanes be carried through the points of section, the common 


section of the planes and the diameter of the cube bisect one 
another. 


For let the sides of the opposite planes CF, AH of the 
cube AF be bisected at the points X, Z, M, N, O, Q, P, R, 
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and through the points of section let the planes A/V, OR be 
carried ; 


let US be the common section of the planes, and DG the 
diameter of the cube AF. 

I say that UT is equal to 7S, and DT to TG. 

For let DU, UE, BS, SG be joined. 

Then, since DO is parallel to PE, 
the alternate angles DOU, UPE are equal to one another. 


[1 29] 
And, since DO is equal to PZ, and OU to UP, 


and they contain equal angles, 

therefore the base DU is equal to the base VEZ, 

the triangle DOU is equal to the triangle PUE, 

and the remaining angles are equal to the remaining angles ; 


fr. 4] 
therefore the angle OUD is equal to the angle PUE. 























For this reason DUE is a straight line. [. 14] 
For the same reason, ASG is also a straight line, 
and BS is equal to SG. 


Now, since CA is equal and parallel to DB, 
while CA is also equal and parallel to £G, 
therefore DB is also equal and parallel to EG. [xr. 9] 
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And the straight lines DZ, BG join their extremities ; 


therefore DZ is parallel to BG. [1. 33] 
Therefore the angle EDT is equal to the angle BGT, 

for they are alternate ; [t. 29] 

and the angle DTU is equal to the angle G ZS. [x 15] 


Therefore DTU, GTS are two triangles which have two 
angles equal to two angles, and one side equal to one side, 
namely that subtending one of the equal angles, that is, DU 
equal to G.S, 


for they are the halves of DE, BG; 


therefore they will also have the remaining sides equal to the 
remaining sides. [1. 26] 
Therefore DT is equal to 7G, and UT to TS. 
Therefore etc. 
Q. E. D. 


Euclid enunciates this proposition of a cde only, though it is true of any 
parallelepiped, no doubt because its truth for a cube is all that was wanted for 
the only proposition where it is needed, viz. xml. 17. 

Simson remarks that it should be proved that the straight lines bisecting 
the corresponding opposite sides of opposite planes ave in one plane. This is, 
however, clear because e.g. since DX, CZ are equal and parallel, KZ is equal 
and parallel to CD. And, since KZ, AB are both parallel to DC, KZ is 
parallel to 48. And lastly, since AZ, MN are both parallel to 4B, KZ is 
parallel to MN and therefore in one plane with it. 

The essential thing to be proved is that the plane passing through the 
opposite edges DB, EG passes through the straight line US, since, only if 
this be the case, can U.S, DG intersect one another. 

To prove this we have only to prove that, if DU, UE and BS, SG be 
joined, DUE and BSG are both straight lines. 

Now, since DO is parallel to PẸ, 

LDOUV=LEPU. 

Thus, in the As DUO, EUP, two sides DO, OU are equal to two sides 
EP, PU, and the included angles are equal. 

Therefore: ADUOZAEUP, 

DU- UE, 
and LDUO=LEUP, 
so that DUE is a straight line, bisected at U. Similarly BSG is a straight 
line, bisected at JS. 

Thus the plane through DB, EG (D&B, EG being equal and parallel) 
contains the straight lines DUZ, BSG (which are therefore equal and parallel 
also) and also [x1. 7] the straight lines U.S, DG (which accordingly intersect). 

In As DTU, GTS, the angles UDT, SGT are equal (being alternate), 
and the angles UTD, STG are also equal (being vertically opposite), while 
DU (half of DE) is equal to GS (half of BG). 
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Therefore [1. 26] the triangles DTU, GTS are equal in all respects, so that 
DT-TG, 
UT=TS. 


PROPOSITION 39. 


Jf there be two prisms of equal height, and one have a 
parallelogram as base and the other a triangle, and tf the 
parallelogram be double of the triangle, the prisms will be 
equal. 


Let ABCDEF, GHKLMN be two prisms of equal 
height, 
let one have the parallelogram AF as base, and the other the 
triangle GHK, . 
and let the parallelogram AF be double of the triangle CHK; 


I say that the prism ABCDEF is equal to the prism 
GHKLMN. 


B D M P 
Ll. n 
NM N 
AN] H 
E (F 
G K 


For let the solids 40, GP be completed. 

Since the parallelogram 4/ is double of the triangle GK, 
while the parallelogram /7K is also double of the triangle 
GLK, [1 34] 
therefore the parallelogram AF is equal to the parallelogram 
HK. l 

But parallelepipedal solids which are on equal bases and 
of the same height are equal to one another ; [xi. 31] 


therefore the solid 40 is equal to the solid GP. 
And the prism ABCDEF is half of the solid 40, 
and the prism G/ZKL MN is half of the solid GP; [xi. 28] 
therefore the prism ARBCDEF is equal to the prism 
GHKLMN. 
Therefore etc. 
Q. E. D. 
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This proposition is made use of in XII. 3, 4. The phraseology is interest- 
ing because we find one of the parallelogrammic faces of one of the triangular 
prisms called its dase, and the perpendicular on this plane from that vertex of 
either Zriazgular face which is not in this plane the Aeg. 

The proof is simple because we have only to complete parallelepipeds 
which are double the prisms respectively and then use Xr. 31. It has to be 
borne in mind, however, that, if the parallelepipeds are not rectangular, the 
proof in xr. 28 is not sufficient to establish the fact that the parallelepipeds 
are double of the prisms, but has to be supplemented as shown in the note on 
that proposition. XI. 4 does, however, require the theorem in its general 
form. 


BOOK XII. 


HISTORICAL NOTE. 


The predominant feature of Book xu. is the use of the method of 
exhaustion, which is applied in Propositions 2, 3—5, 10, 11, 12, and (in a 
slightly different form) in Propositions 16—1:8. We conclude therefore that 
for the content of this Book Euclid was greatly indebted to Eudoxus, to whom 
the discovery of the method of exhaustion is attributed. "The evidence for 
this attribution comes mainly from Archimedes. (1) In the preface to Oz 
the Sphere and Cylinder 1., after stating the main results obtained by himself 
regarding the surface of a sphere or a segment thereof, and the volume and 
surface of a right cylinder with height equal to its diameter as compared with 
those of a sphere with the same diameter, Archimedes adds: “Having now 
discovered that the properties mentioned are true of these figures, I cannot 
feel any hesitation in setting them side by side both with my former investiga- 
tions and with those of the theorems of Eudoxus on solids which are held to be 
most irrefragably established, namely that axy pyramid is one third part of the 
prism whith has the same base with the pyramid and equal height [i.e. Eucl. 
xu. 7], and that any cone ts one third part of the cylinder which has the same 
base with the cone and equal height |ie. Eucl. xu. 1o] For, though these 
properties also were naturally inherent in the figures all along, yet they were 
in fact unknown to all the many able geometers who lived before Eudoxus 
and had not been observed by any one.” (2) In the preface to the treatise 
known as the Quadrature of the Parabola Archimedes states the “lemma” 
assumed by him and known as the “Axiom of Archimedes” (see note on X. 1 
above) and proceeds: “Earlier geometers (oi wpórepov yewpérpar) have also 
used this lemma ; for it is by the use of this same lemma that they have 
shown that crees are to one another in the duplicate ratio of their diameters 
[Eucl. xit. 2], and that spheres are to one another in the triplicate ratio of their 
diameters (Eucl. xu. 18], and further that every pyramid is one third part of the 
prism which has the same base with the pyramid and equal height (Eucl. xu. 7]; 
also, that every cone ts one third part of the cylinder which has the same base 
with the cone and equal height [Eucl. x11. 10] they proved by assuming a certain 
lemma similar to that aforesaid.” ‘Thus in the first passage two theorems of 
Eucl. xir. are definitely attributed to Eudoxus ; and, when Archimedes says, 
in the second passage, that “earlier geometers” proved these two theorems 
by means of the lemma known as the “Axiom of Archimedes” and of a 
lemma similar to it respectively, we can hardly suppose him to be alluding to 
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any other proof than that given by Eudoxus. As a matter of fact, the lemma 
used by Euclid to prove both propositions (xu. 3—5 and 7, and XII. 10) is the 
theorem of Eucl. x. i. As regards the connexion between the two “lemmas” 
see note on X. I. 

We are not, however, to suppose that none of the results obtained by 
the method of exhaustion had been discovered before the time of Eudoxus 
(fl. about 368— 5 R.C.) Two at least are of earlier date, those of Eucl. xu. 2 
and XH. 7. 


(a) Simplicius (Comment. im Aristot. Phys. p. 61, ed. Diels) quotes 
Eudemus as saying, in his History of Geometry, that Hippocrates of Chios 
(fl. say 430 B.C.) first laid it down (ero) that similar segments of circles are 
in the ratio of the squares on their bases and that he proved this (éeikvuev) by 
proving (é« ro? detéar) that the squares on the diameters have the same ratio 
as the (whole) circles. We know nothing of the method by which Hippo- 
crates proved this proposition; but, having regard to the evidence from 
Archimedes quoted above, it is not permissible to suppose that the method 
was the fully developed method of exhaustion as we know it. 


(P) As regards the two theorems about the volume of a pyramid and of a 
cone respectively, which Eudoxus was the first to prove, a new piece of 
evidence is now forthcoming in the fragment of Archimedes recently brought 
to light at Constantinople and published by Heiberg (for the Greek text see 
Hermes XLIL, 4907, pp. 235—393; for Heiberg’s translation and Zeuthen's 
notes see Bibliotheca Mathematica VIl, 1907, pp. 321—363). This is nothing 
less than a considerable portion of a work under the title 'Apyduj8ovs mepi rav 
pnyavixdy hewpnpárwv mpòs "EparooÓévgv &bo9os, which “ Method," addressed 
to Eratosthenes, is the é$óóiv on which, according to Suidas, Theodosius 
wrote a commentary, and which is several times cited by Heron in his 
Metrica; and it adds a new and important chapter to the history of the 
integral calculus. In the preface to this work (Hermes Lc. p. 245, Bibliotheca 
Mathematica Lc. p. 323) Archimedes alludes to the theorems which he first 
discovered by means of mechanical considerations, but proved afterwards by 
geometry because the investigation by means of mechanics did not constitute 
a rigid proof; he observes, however, that the mechanical method is of great 
use for the discovery of theorems, and it is much easier to provide the rigid 
proof when the fact to be proved has once been discovered than it would be 
if nothing were known to begin with. He goes on: “Hence too, in the case 
of those theorems the proof of which was first discovered by Eudoxus, namely 
those relating to the cone and the pyramid, that the cone is one third part of 
the cylinder, and the pyramid one third part of the prism, having the same base 
and equal height, no small part of the credit will naturally be assigned to 
Democritus, who was the first to make the statement (of the fact) regarding 
the said figure [i.e. property], though without proving it.” Hence the dzscovery 
of the two theorems must now be attributed to Democritus (fl. towards the 
end of sth cent. &.C.). The words “without proving it” (xwpis dmo8e(Zevs) do 
not mean that Democritus gave no sort of proof, but only that he did not give 
a proof on the rigorous lines required later; for the same words are used by 
Archimedes of his own investigations by means of mechanics, which, however, 
do constitute a reasoned argument. The character of Archimedes’ mechanical 
arguments combined with a passage of Plutarch about a particular question in 
infinitesimals said to have been raised by Democritus may perhaps give a clue 
to the line of Democritus’ argument as regards the prism. The essential 
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feature of Archimedes’ mechanical arguments in this tract is that he regards 
an area as the sum of an infinite number of straight lines parallel to one 
another and terminated by the boundary or boundaries of the closed figure 
the area of which is to be found, and a volume as the sum of an infinite 
number of Alane sections parallel to one another: which is of course the same 
thing as taking (as we do in the integral calculus) the sum of an infinite 
number of strips of breadth dx (say), when dx becomes indefinitely small, or 
the sum of an infinite number of parallel laminae of depth ds (say), when gz 
becomes indefinitely small. To give only one instance, we may take the 
case of the area of a segment of a parabola cut off by a chord. 

Let CBA be the parabolic segment, CE the tangent at C meeting the 





TG 


diameter EAD through the middle point of the chord CA in Æ, so that 
EB= BD. 

Draw AF parallel to ED meeting CE produced in Æ Produce CZ to 
H so that CK = KH, where Æ is the point in which CH meets 47; and 
suppose CH to be a lever. 

Let any diameter MNPO be drawn meeting the curve in P and CF, CK, 
CA in M, N, O respectively. 

Archimedes then observes that 

CA: 40- MO:OP 
(“for this is proved in a lemma”), 
whence HK: KN= MO: OP, 
so that, if a straight line 7G equal to PO be placed with its middle point at 
ff, the straight line MO with centre of gravity at N, and the straight line 7G 
with centre of gravity at Æ, will balance about Æ. 

Taking all other parts of diameters like PO intercepted between the curve 
and CA, and placing equal straight lines with their centres of gravity at Æ, 
these straight lines collected at A will balance (about Æ} all the lines like 
MO parallel to FA intercepted within the triangle CFA in the positions in 
which they severally lie in the figure. . 

Hence Archimedes infers that an area equal to that of the parabolic 
segment hung at Æ will balance (about A) the triangle CFA hung at its 
centre of gravity, the point X (a point on CK such that CK = 3X K), and 
therefore that 

(area of triangle CFA) : (area of segment) = HE: KX 
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from which it follows that 
area of parabolic segment = $A ABC. 

The same sort of argument is used for solids, 2/aze sections taking the 
place of stragght lines. 

Archimedes is careful to state once more that this method of argument 
does not constitute a proof. Thus, at the end of the above proposition about 
the parabolic segment, he adds: “This property is of course not proved by 
what has just been said; but it has furnished a sort of indication (éudaciv tiva) 
that the conclusion is true." 

Let us now turn to the passage of Plutarch (De Comm. Not. adv. Stoicos 
XXXIX. 3) about Democritus above referred to. Plutarch speaks of Democritus 
as having raised the question in natural philosophy (vows): “if a cone 
were cut by a plane parallel to the base [by which is clearly meant a plane 
indefinitely near to the base] what must we think of the surfaces of the 
sections, that they are equal or unequal? For, if they are unequal, they will 
make the cone irregular, as having many indentations, like steps, and uneven- 
nesses; but, if they are equal, the sections will be equal, and the cone will 
appear to have the property of the cylinder and to be made up of equal, not 
unequal circles, which is very absurd.” The phrase “made up of equal...circles” 
(&£ tow  avyketjevos...kóxXov) shows that Democritus already had the idea of 
a solid being the sum of an infinite number of parallel planes, or indefinitely 
thin laminae, indefinitely near together: a most important anticipation of the 
same thought which led to such fruitful results in Archimedes. If then one 
may hazard a conjecture as to Democritus' argument with regard to a pyramid, 
it seems probable that he would notice that, if two pyramids of the same 
height and equal triangular bases are respectively cut by planes parallel to the 
base and dividing the heights in the same ratio, the corresponding sections of 
the two pyramids are equal, whence he would infer that the pyramids are 
equal as being the sum of the same infinite number of equal plane sections 
or indefinitely thin laminae. (This would be a particular anticipation of 
Cavaliers proposition that the areal or solid content of two figures are equal 
if two sections of them taken at the same height, whatever the height may be, 
always give equal straight lines or equal surfaces respectively.) And 
Democritus would of course see that the three pyramids into which a prism 
on the same base and of equal height with the original pyramid is divided (as 
in Eucl. xu. 7) satisfy this test of equality, so that the pyramid would be one 
third part of the prism. The extension to a pyramid with a polygonal base 
would be easy. And Democritus may have stated the proposition for the 
cone (of course without an absolute proof) as a natural inference from the 
result of increasing indefinitely the number of sides in a regular polygon 
forming the base of a pyramid. 
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PROPOSITION I. 


Similar polygons inscribed in circles are to one another as 
the squares on the diameters. 

Let ABC, FGH be circles, 
let ABCDE, FGAKL be similar polygons inscribed in them, 
and let BM, GN be diameters of the circles ; 
I say that, as the square on BM is to the square on GN, so 
is the polygon ABCDE to the polygon FGAKL. 


A 


c 


For let BE, AM, GL, FN be joined. 


Now, since the polygon ABCDE is similar to the polygon 
FGHKL, 


the angle BAZ is equal to the angle GFL, 
and, as BA is to AE, so is CF to FL. [v1. Def. 1] 
Thus BAL, GFL are two triangles which have one angle 


equal to one angle, namely the angle BAL to the angle 
GFL, and the sides about the equal angles proportional ; 


therefore the triangle ABE is equiangular with the triangle 


FGL. [vi- 6] 
Therefore the angle 4 ZB is equal to the angle FLG. 
H. E. II. 


24 
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But the angle AEB is equal to the angle AMB, 
for they stand on the same circumference ; (ur. 27] 
and the angle FLG to the angle FNG ; 
therefore the angle AMB is also equal to the angle FNG. 
But the right angle BAM is also equal to the right angle 


GFN ; {11 31] 
therefore the remaining angle is equal to the remaining angle. 
[i 32] 


Therefore the triangle ABM is equiangular with the 
triangle FGN. 

Therefore, proportionally, as BM is to GN, so is BA 
to GF. (vi. 4] 

But the ratio of the square on BM to the square on GW 
is duplicate of the ratio of BDM to GV, 


and the ratio of the polygon ABCDE to the polygon FGHKL 
is duplicate of the ratio of BA to GF; [vi. 20] 


therefore also, as the square on BM is to the square on GW, 
so is the polygon ABCDE to the polygon FGAKL. 


"Therefore etc. 
Q. E. D. 


As, from this point onward, the text of each proposition usually occupies 
considerable space, I shall generally give in the notes a summary of the 
argument, to enable it to be followed more easily. 

Here we have to prove that a pair of corresponding sides are in the ratio 
of the corresponding diameters. 

Since Ls BAL, GFL are equal, and the sides about those angles 
proportional, 

As ABE, FGL are equiangular, 
so that LAEB-LFLG. 


Hence their equals in the same segments, 2s AMB, FNG, are equal. 
And the right angles BAM, GFN are equal. 
Therefore As ABM, FGN are equiangular, so that 


BM:GN-BA:GF. 
The duplicates of these ratios are therefore equal, 
whence (polygon ABCDE) : (polygon FGAKL) 
= duplicate ratio of BA to GF 
= duplicate ratio of BM to GN 
=BM?: GN”. 
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PROPOSITION 2. 


Circles are to one another as the squares on the diameters. 
Let ABCD, EFGA be circles, and BD, FH then 
diameters ; 


I say that, as the circle APCD is to the circle EZGZ, so is 
the square on ZD to the square on FH. 








For, if the square on BD is not to the square on FH as 
the circle ABCD is to the circle ZFG, 
then, as the square on GD is to the square on EZ, so will 
the circle ABCD be either to some less area than the circle 
EFGH, or to a greater. 

First, let it be in that ratio to a less area .S. 

Let the square E FG Z be inscribed in the circle ZFGZ; 
then the inscribed square is greater than the half of the circle 
LFGH, inasmuch as, if through the points E, F, G, H we 
draw tangents to the circle, the square E/G/ is half the 
square circumscribed about the circle, and the circle is less 
than the circumscribed square ; 
hence the inscribed square EPFGHi is greater than the half of 
the circle £FGZ. 

Let the circumferences EZ, FG, GH, HE be bisected at 
the points K, Z, M, N, 
and let EK, KF, FL, LG, GM, MH, HN, NE be joined ; 
therefore each of the triangles EKF, FLG, GM, HNE is 
also greater than the half of the segment of the circle about 
it, inasmuch as, if through the points X, Z, M, N we draw 
tangents to the circle and complete the parallelograms on the 


straight lines EF, FG, GH, HE, each of the triangles EKF, 
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FLG, GMH, HNE will be half of the parallelogram 


about it, 
while the segment about it is less than the parallelogram ; 
hence each of the triangles EKZ, FLG, GMH, HNE 


is greater than the half of the segment of the circle 
about it. 


Thus, by bisecting the remaining circumferences and 
joining straight lines, and by doing this continually, we shall 
leave some segments of the circle which will be less than the 
excess by which the circle E*/GH exceeds the area .S. 

For it was proved in the first theorem of the tenth book 
that, if two unequal magnitudes be set out, and if from the 
greater there be subtracted a magnitude greater than the half, 
and from that which is left a greater than the half, and if this 
be done continually, chere will be left some magnitude which 
will be less than the lesser magnitude set out. 


Let segments be left such as described, and let the 
segments of the circle EFGZ on EK, KF, FL, LG, GM, 
MH, HN, NE be less than the excess by which the circle 
LEIGH exceeds the area SS. 

Therefore the remainder, the polygon EKFLGMAN, is 
greater than the. area S. 

Let there be inscribed, also, in the circle 4BCØ the poly- 
gon AOSPCODR similar to the polygon EKFLGMAN; 
therefore, as the square on BD is to the square on FH, so is 
the polygon AOLPCODR to the polygon EKFLGMAN. 

[x x] 

But, as the square on ZØ is to the square on FH, so also 
is the circle ABCD to the area S ; 
therefore also, as the circle ABCD is to the area S, so is the 
polygon AOLPCEDR to the polygon EKFLGMAN ; 

{v. x1] 
therefore, alternately, as the circle ABCD is to the polygon 
inscribed in it, so is the area S to the polygon EK FL GMAN. 

[v. 16] 
, But the circle 4 BCD is greater than the polygon inscribed 
in it; 
therefore the area S is also greater than the polygon 
EKFLGMHN. 
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But it is also less: 
which is impossible. 

Therefore, as the square on BD is to the square on FH, 
so is not the circle ABCD to any area less than the circle 
EFGH., 

Similarly we can prove that neither is the circle EFGH 
to any area less than the circle dBCD as the square on FH 
is to the square on BD. 


I say next that neither is the circle ABCD to any area 
greater than the circle £#GH as the square on AD is to the 
square on FH. 

For, if possible, let it be in that ratio to a greater area S. 

Therefore, inversely, as the square on FH is to the square 
on DB, so is the area S to the circle ABCD. 

But, as the area S is to the circle ABCD, so is the circle 
E FG H to some area less than the circle ABCD ; 
therefore also, as the square on FÆ is to the square on BD, 
so is the circle E#G/H to some area less than the circle 
ABCD: [v. i1] 
which was proved impossible. 


Therefore, as the square on SD is to the square on FÆ, 
so is not the circle 4C to any area greater than the circle 
EFGH. 


And it was proved that neither is it in that ratio to any 
area less than the circle EFGH ; 


therefore, as the square on ZD is to the square on FH, so is 
the circle ABCD to the circle EF GH. 


Therefore etc. 


LEMMA. 


I say that, the area S being greater than the circle 
EFG H, as the area S is to the circle 4 BCD, so is the circle 
E FG H to some area less than the circle ABCD. 

For let it be contrived that, as the area S is to the circle 
ABCD, so is the circle EF GZ to the area T. 

I say that the area Z is less than the circle ABCD. 

For since, as the area S is to the circle ABCD, so is the 
circle E FG E to the area T, 
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therefore, alternately, as the area S is to the circle EFGZ,so 
is the circle 4 BCD to the area T. [v. 16] 
But the area S is greater than the circle EFGZ; 
therefore the circle 47 C2 is also greater than the area 7. 
Hence, as the area S is to the circle ABCD, so is the 
circle ZFGH to some area less than the circle ABCD. 
Q. E. D. 


Though this theorem is said to have been proved by Hippocrates, we may 
with tolerable certainty attribute the proof of it given by Euclid to Eudoxus, 
to whom xu. 7 Por. and xu. ro (which Euclid proves in exactly the same 
manner) are specifically attributed by Archimedes. As regards the lemma 
used herein (Eucl. x. 1) and the somewhat different lemma by means of which 
Archimedes says that the theorems of XIL 2, xu. 7 Por. and xir. 18 were 
proved, see my note on X. x above. 

The first essential in this proposition is to prove that we can exhaust a 
circle, in the sense of x. 1, by successively inscribing in it regular polygons, 
each of which has twice as many sides as the preceding one. We take first 
an inscribed square, then bisect the arcs subtended by the sides and so form 
an equilateral polygon of eight sides, then do the same with the latter, forming 
a polygon of 16 sides, and so on. And we have to prove that what is left 
over when any one of these polygons is taken away from the circle is sore 
than half exhausted when the next polygon is made and subtracted from the 
circle. 

Euclid proves that the inscribed square is greater than half the circle and 
that the regular octagon when subtracted takes away more than half of what 
was left by the square. He then infers that the same 
thing will happen whenever the number of sides is D C E 
doubled. A B 

This can be seen generally by taking azy arc of a 
circle cut off by a chord AB. Bisect the arc in C. 

Draw a tangent to the circle at C, and let 4D, BE 
be drawn perpendicular to the tangent. Join 4C, CB. 

Then DZ is parallel to 4B, since 


L.ECB » CAB, in alternate segment, [11. 32] 
=1CBA. (11. 29, 1. 5] 
Thus 48ED isa £7; 
and it is greater than the segment ACB. 
Therefore its half, the A 4 CP, is greater than half the segment. 
Thus, by x. 1, Euclid’s construction of successive regular polygons in 
a circle, if continued far enough, will at length leave segments which are 
together less than any given area. 
Now let X, X' be the areas of the circles, g, d’ their diameters, respectively. 
Then, if X:X wg? id", 
a2 d7= XS, 
where S is some area either greater or less than X". 
I. Suppose S< X". 
Continue the construction of polygons in X' until we arrive at one which 


xir. 2] PROPOSITION 2 375 


3 


leaves over segments together less than the excess of X' over S, i.e. a polygon 
such that 
X' > (polygon in X’) > S. 
Inscribe in the circle X a polygon similar to that in X’. 
Then (polygon in X) : (polygon in X") =g: 2? [xn. 1] 
= X : S, by hypothesis ; 
and, alternately, 
(polygon in X): X = (polygon in X’): S. 

But (polygon in X) < X; 
therefore (polygon in X^) < S. 

But, by construction, (polygon in X^)» S: 
which is impossible. 

Hence S cannot be Æss than X’ as supposed. 

IL Suppose S> X’. 


Since did"eX:S, 

we have, inversely, d°: d= S: X. 
Suppose that S:X=X': T, 

whence, since S> X’, X> T. [v. 14] 
Consequently 2°: @=X': 7, 

where Z< X. 


This can be proved impossible in exactly the same way as shown in Part I. 
Hence S cannot be gzeazez than .X' as supposed. 
Since then S is neither greater nor less than X", 


S-X, 
and therefore did"-X:iX. 
With reference to the assumption that there zs some space S such that 
diig?"-X:5, 


i.e. that there is a fourth proportional to the areas 4?, d”, X, Simson observes 
that it is sufficient, in this and the like cases, that a thing made use of in the 
reasoning can possibly exisz, though it cannot be exhibited by a geometrical 
construction. As regards the assumption see note on v. 18 above. 

There is grave reason for suspecting the genuineness of the Lemma at the 
end of the proposition ; though, if it be rejected, it will be necessary to delete 
the words “as was before proved” in corresponding places in XII. 5, 18. 

It will be observed that Euclid proves the impossibility in the second case 
by reducing it to the first. If it is desired to prove the second case indepen- 
dently, we must circumscribe successive polygons to the circles instead of 
inscribing them, in the way shown by Archimedes in his first proposition on 
the Measurement of a circle. Of course we require, as a preliminary, the 
proposition corresponding to xu. 1, that 
Similar polygons circumscribed about 


JAN A' 
circles ave to one another as the squares C igi. 
on the diameters. B A C 

Let AB, A' B' be corresponding sides ZAN 
of the two similar polygons. Then +s 
OA B, O'A'B are equal, since 40, A'O' 
bisect equal angles. 
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Similarly 2ABO=2A4'B'O. 

Therefore As OB, A'O'B' are similar, so that their areas are in the 
duplicate ratio of 4B to A4'B'. 

The radii OC, O'C' drawn to the points of contact are perpendicular to 
AB, A'S’, and it follows that 

AB: A B=CO: CO. 

Thus the polygons are to one another in the duplicate ratio of the radii, 
and therefore of the diameters. 

Now suppose a square ABCD described about A K D 


G 
a circle. . ea OR 
Make an octagon described about the circle by f N 


n 


drawing tangents at the points Æ etc., where OA etc. 
meet the circle. 

Then shall the tangent at Æ cut off more than 
half of the area between 4K, AH and the arc 


ZU 


/ 





HER. 
For the angle 4ZG is right, and is therefore 
> LEAG. i B g 
Therefore AG> EG 
> GK. 
Therefore AAGE > AEGK. 
Similarly AAFE > A EFH. 
Hence AAFG > 1 (re-entrant quadrilateral AEX), 


and a fortiori, AAFG>}(area between AH, AK and the arc). 

Thus the octagon takes from the square more than half the space between 
the square and the circle. 

Similarly, if a figure of 16 equal sides be circumscribed by cutting off 
symmetrically the corners of the octagon, it will take away more tban half of 
the space between the octagon and circle. 

Suppose now, with the original notation, that 

did"-—X:S, 
where S is greater than X". 

Continue the construction of circumscribed polygons about X’ until the 
total area between the polygon and the circle is less than the difference 
between § and X’, ie. till 

S> (polygon about X^) > X’. 
Circumscribe a similar polygon about X. 
Then (polygon about X) : (polygon about X^) = 22: 2? 
=X: S, by hypothesis, 
and, alternately, 
(polygon about X) : X = (polygon about X) : S. 


But (polygon about X) > X. 
"Therefore (polygon about X’) > S. 
But S> (polygon about X") : [above] 


which is impossible. 
Hence S cannot be greater than X’. 


xi. 2] PROPOSITION 2 377 


Legendre proves this proposition by a method equally rigorous but not, I 
think, possessing any advantages over Euclid’s. It depends on a lemma 
corresponding to Eucl. xir. 16, but with another part added to it. 

Two concentric circles being given, we can always inscribe in the greater a 
regular polygon such that its sides do not meet the circumference of the lesser, and 
we can also circumseribe about the lesser a regular 
polygon such that its sides do not meet the circum- 
Jerence of the greater. 

Let CA, CB be the radii of the circles. 


I At 4 on the inner circle draw the tangent 
DE meeting the outer circle in D, Æ. 

Iuscribe in the outer circle any of the regular 
polygons which we can inscribe, e.g. a square. 

Bisect the arc subtended by a side, bisect 
the half, bisect that again, and so on, until we 
arrive at an arc less than the arc DBZ. 

Let this arc be MN, and suppose it so placed 
that Z is its middle point. 

Then the chord MN is clearly more distant from the centre C than DE 
is; and the regular polygon, of which MN is a side, does not anywhere meet 
the circumference of the inner circle. 


IL Join CM, CN, meeting DE in P, Q. 
Then PQ will be the side of a polygon circumscribed about the inner 
circle and similar to the polygon inscribed in the outer ; 


and the circumscribed polygon of which PQ is a side will not anywhere meet 
the outer circle. 





Legendre now proves X11. 2 after the following manner. 
For brevity, let us denote the area of the circle with radius C4 by 
(circ. CA). 
Then it is required to prove that, if OZ be the radius of a second circle, 
(circ. CA) : (circ. OB) = CA : OB. 


B 
— LL 


AL PFN 
S 


— 
Suppose, if possible, that this relation is not true. Then CA? will be to 
OB? as (circ. CA) is to an area greater or less than (circ. OZ). 
I. Suppose, first, that 
CA? : OB = (circ. CA): (circ. OD), 
where OD is less than OS. 
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Inscribe in the circle with radius OZ a regular polygon such that its sides 
do not anywhere meet the circumference of the circle with centre OD; 


[Lemma] 
and inscribe a similar polygon in the other circle. 


The areas of the polygons will then be in the duplicate ratio of CA to OB, 
or s XIL I 
(polygon in circ. C4) : (polygon in circ. OB) | ] 
= C£: OF 
= (circ. C4): (circ. OD), by hypothesis. 
But this is impossible, because the polygon in (circ. CA) is Zess than (circ. 
CA), but the polygon in (circ. OZ) is greater than (circ. OD). 
Therefore CA? cannot be to OB? as (circ. CA) is to a Zess circle than 
(circ. OB). ` 
IL Suppose, if possible, that 
CA? : OB = (circ. CA) : (some circle > circ. OB). 
Then inversely 
OB : CA? = (circ. OD) : (some circle < circ. CA), 
and this is proved impossible exactly as in Part I. 
Therefore CAP : OP? = (circ. CA) : (circ. OB). 


PROPOSITION 3. 


Any pyramid which has a triangular base s divided into 
two pyramids egual and similar to one another, similar to the 
whole and having triangular bases, and into two egual prisms ; 

.and the two prisms are greater than the half of the whole 
pyramid. 

Let there be a pyramid of which the triangle ABC is the 

base and the point 2 the vertex ; 
I say that the pyramid ABCD is 
divided into two pyramids equal to 
one another, having triangular bases 
and similar to the whole pyramid, 
and into two equal prisms ; and the 
two prisms are greater than the half 
of the whole pyramid. 


For let 48, BC, CA, AD, DB, 


H K 
D 
SAN 
G d 
DE be bisected at the points Æ, F ^ E B 


G, H, K, L, and let HE, EG, GH, HK, KL, LH, KF, FG 
be joined. 


Since 4£ is equal to EB, and AH to DH, 
therefore EZ is parallel to DB. [vi 2] 


D 
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For the same reason 
‘TK is also parallel to 4 P. 
Therefore ZZE BK is a parallelogram ; 
therefore HX is equal to EB. [1. 34] 
But EP is equal to EA; 
therefore 44 E is also equal to HK. 
But AH is also equal to HD ; 
therefore the two sides EA, AA are equal to the two sides 
KH, HD respectively ; 
and the angle EAH is equal to the angle KAD; 
therefore the base EZ is equal to the base KD. [i 4] 


Therefore the triangle 4E 77 is equal and similar to the 
triangle HKD. 


For the same reason 


the triangle AHG is also equal and similar to the triangle 
HLD. 


Now, since two straight lines EH, HG meeting one 
another are parallel to two straight lines KD, DL meeting 
one another, and are not in the same plane, they will contain 
equal angles. [x1. 1o] 

Therefore the angle EZZG is equal to the angle ADL. 

And, since the two straight lines ZH, WG are equal to the 
two KD, DL respectively, 
and the angle EG is equal to the angle KZ, 
therefore the base EG is equal to the base KL ; [1.3] 
therefore the triangle EZ/C is equal and similar to the 
triangle ADL. 


For the same reason 
the triangle 4 EG is also equal and similar to the triangle 


HKL. 

Therefore the pyramid of which the triangle 4 EG is the 
base and the point 77 the vertex is equal and similar to the 
pyramid of which the triangle AZ is the base and the point 
D the vertex. [xr. Def. 1o] 


And, since /7X has been drawn parallel to 44, one of the 
sides of the triangle 45, 
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the triangle ADB is equiangular to the triangle DÆK, [r. 29] 

and they have their sides proportional ; 

therefore the triangle ADB is similar to the triangle DAK. 
vi. Def. 1 

For the same reason 
the triangle DBC is also similar to the triangle DAZ, and 
the triangle 4 DC to the triangle DZH. 

Now, since the two straight lines BA, AC meeting one 
another are parallel to the two straight lines A77, WZ meeting 
one another, not in the same plane, they will contain equal 
angles. [xr. 10] 

Therefore the angle GAC is equal to the angle KAL. 

And, as BA is to AC, so is KH to HL ; 
therefore the triangle ABC is similar to the triangle WAL. 

Therefore also the pyramid of which the triangle ABC is 
the base and the point D the vertex is similar to the pyramid 
of which the triangle WAZ is the base and the point D the 
vertex. 

But the pyramid of which the triangle AZ is the base 
and the point Ø the vertex was proved similar to the pyramid 
of which the triangle ÆG is the base and the point Æ the 
vertex. 

Therefore each of the pyramids AEG, HKLD is 
similar to the whole pyramid ABCD. 


Next, since BF is equal to 7C, 
the parallelogram ÆÐ FG is double of the triangle GFC. 

And since, if there be two prisms of equal height, and one 
have a parallelogram as base, and the other a triangle, and if 
the parallelopram be double of the triangle, the prisms are 
equal, [x1 39] 
therefore the prism contained by the two triangles BAF, 
EHG, and the three parallelograms EBFG, EBKA, HKIG 
is equal to the prism contained by the two triangles GFC, 
HKL and the three parallelograms KFCL, LCGH, HKFG. 

And it is manifest that each of the prisms, namely that in 
which the parallelogram EZ 7G is the base and the straight 
line Æ K is its opposite, and that in which the triangle GFC is 
the base and the triangle WZ its opposite, is greater than 
each of the pyramids of which the triangles 4 EG, AKL are 
the bases and the points 77, D the vertices, 
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inasmuch as, if we join the straight lines EF, EK, the prism 
in which the parallelogram ZBFG is the base and the straight 
line 7K its opposite is greater than the pyramid of which the 
triangle E BF is the base and the point A the vertex. 


But the pyramid of which the triangle EZ is the base 
and the point Æ the vertex is equal to the pyramid of which 
the triangle 4 EG is the base and the point Æ the vertex ; 
for they are contained by equal and similar planes. 


Hence also the prism in which the parallelogram EBFG 
is the base and the straight line ZZK its opposite is greater 
than the pyramid of which the triangle 4 EG is the base and 
the point Æ the vertex. 

But the prism in which the parallelogram FG is the 
base and the straight line 77 its opposite is equal to the 
prism in which the triangle G/C is the base and the triangle 
AH EL its opposite, 


and the pyramid of which the triangle AZG is the base and 
the point 77 the vertex is equal to the pyramid of which the 
triangle KL is the base and the point D the vertex. 

Therefore the said two prisms are greater than the said 
two pyramids of which the triangles AEG, HKZ are the 
bases and the points 77, D the vertices. 

Therefore the whole pyramid, of which the triangle ABC 
is the base and the point D the vertex, has been divided into 
two pyramids equal to one another and into two equal prisms, 
and the two prisms are greater than the half of the whole 
pyramid. 

Q. E. D. 


We will denote a pyramid with vertex D and base ABC by D (ABC) or 
D-ABC and the triangular prism with triangles GCA, HLK for bases by 
(GCF, HLK). 

The following are the steps of the proof. 


I. To prove pyramid Æ (4.EG) equal and similar to pyramid D (HEZ). 
Since sides of å DAB are bisected at Z7, Z, K, 
. HE || DB, and HK || AB. 
Hence HK = EB = EA, 
HE = KB = DK, 

Therefore (1) As HAE, DHK are equal and similar. 

Similarly (2) As HAG, DAZ are equal and similar. 

Again, LH, HK are respectively || to GA, AZ in a different plane ; 
therefore L GAE =L LAK. 
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And LZ, HK are respectively equal to GA, AL. 

Therefore (3) As GAZ, LHK are equal and similar. 

Similarly (4) ^s HAGE, DZK are equal and similar. 

Therefore [x1. Def. 10] the pyramids Æ (AEG) and D (HKL) are equal 
and similar. 


IL. To prove the pyramid D (XZ) similar to the pyramid D (AC). 


(1) The As DHK, DAB are equiangular and therefore similar. 
Similarly (2) As DLE, DCA are similar, as also (3) the As DLA, DCB. 
Again, BA, AC are respectively parallel to KH, AL in a different plane ; 


therefore LBAC=24 KHL. 

And BA:AC=KA: HL. 

Therefore (4) As BAC, KHL are similar. 

Consequently the pyramid D (4.8 C) is similar to the pyramid D (AKL), 
and therefore also to the pyramid H (4E G). 

IIL To prove prism (GCF, HLK) equal to prism (HGE, AFB). 

The prisms may be regarded as having the same “eight (the distance 
between the planes HXZ, ABC) and having for bases (1) the A CGF and 
(2) the 77 EB FG, which is the double of the A CGE 

Therefore, by x1. 39, the prisms are equal. 


IV. To prove the prisms greater than the small pyramids. 
Prism (HGE, KFB) is clearly greater than pyramid X (ZEB) and there- 
fore greater than pyramid H (AEG). 


Therefore each of the prisms is greater than each of the small pyramids ; 


and the sum of the two prisms is greater than the sum of the two small 
pyramids, which, with the two prisms, make up the whole pyramid. 


PROPOSITION 4. 


Jf there be two pyramids of the same height which have 
triangular bases, and cach of them be divided znto two pyramids 
equat to one another and simular to the whole, and into two 
equal prisms, then, as the base of the ome pyramid is to the 
base of the other pyramid, so will all the prisms in the one 
pyramid be to all the prisms, being equal in multitude, in the 
other pyramid. 


Let there be two pyramids of the same height which 
have the triangular bases ABC, DEF, and vertices the 
points G, H, l 
and let each of them be divided into two pyramids equal to 
one another and similar to the whole and into two equal 
prisms ; [xu. 3] 
I say that, as the base ARC is to the base DEF, so are 
all the prisms in the pyramid ABCG to all the prisms, being 
equal in multitude, in the pyramid DE FA, 
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For, since BO is equal to OC, and AL to LC, 
therefore ZO is parallel to AB, 
and the triangle A&C is similar to the triangle LOC. 








For the same reason 
the triangle DE is also similar to the triangle RVZ. 

And, since BC is double of CO, and EF of FV, 
therefore, as BC is to CO, so is EF to FV. 

And on BC, CO are described the similar and similarly 
situated rectilineal figures 4 BC, LOC, 
and on EF, FV the similar and similarly situated figures 
DEF, RVF; 
therefore, as the triangle ABC is to the triangle Z OC, so is 
the triangle DEF to the triangle RF; [v1. 22] 
therefore, alternately, as the triangle AC is to the triangle 
DEF, so is the triangle Z OC to the triangle R VF. [v. 16] 

But, as the triangle LOC is to the triangle RVF, so is 
the prism in which the triangle LOC is the base and PMN its 
opposite to the prism in which the triangle A77 is the base 
and STU its opposite ; . [Lemma following] 
therefore also, as the triangle ABC is to the triangle DEF, 
so is the prism in which the triangle LOC is the base and 
PMN its opposite to the prism in which the triangle AF 
is the base and S7U its opposite. 

But, as the said prisms are to one another, so is the prism 
in which the parallelogram KBOL is the base and the straight 
line PM its opposite to the prism in which the parallelogram 
QEVR is the base and the straight line ST its opposite. 

[xt. 39; cf. xn. 3] 
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Therefore also the two prisms, that in which the parallelo- 
gram KBOL is the base and PÆ its opposite, and that in 
which the triangle LOC is the base and PMN its opposite, 
are to the prisms in which QE VR is the base and the straight 
line ST its opposite and in which the triangle A is the 
base and STU its opposite in the same ratio. [v. 12] 

Therefore also, as the base AAC is to the base DEF, so 
are the said two prisms to the said two prisms. 


And similarly, if the pyramids PING, STUH be divided 
into two prisms and two pyramids, 
as the base PMAN is to the base STU, so will the two prisms 
in the pyramid PAZNG be to the two prisms in the pyramid 
STUH. 

But, as the base PMN is to the base STU, so is the base 
ABC to the base DEF; 
for the triangles PAZN, STU are equal to the triangles ZOC, 
RVE respectively. 

Therefore also, as the base ABC is to the base DEF, so 
are the four prisms to the four prisms. 


And similarly also, if we divide the remaining pyramids 
into two pyramids and into two prisms, then, as the base 
ABC is to the base DEF, so will all the prisms in the 
pyramid BCG be to all the prisms, being equal in multitude, 
in the pyramid DEZ. 


Q. E. D. 


LEMMA. 


But that, as the triangle LOC is to the triangle RVF, 
so is the prism in which the triangle LOC is the base and 
PMN its opposite to the prism in which the triangle RVF is 
the base and STU its opposite, we must prove as follows. 

For in the same figure let perpendiculars be conceived 
drawn from G, Æ to the planes ABC, DEF; these are of 
oe equal because, by hypothesis, the pyramids are of equal 
height. 

Now, since the two straight lines GC and the perpendicular 
from G are cut by the parallel planes JBC, PMN, 


they will be cut in the same ratios. (xr. 17] 
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And GC is bisected by the plane PMN at N; 


therefore the perpendicular from G to the plane ABC will 
also be bisected by the plane PMN. 


For the same reason 


the perpendicular from A to the plane DEF will also be 
bisected by the plane STU. i 


And the perpendiculars from G, H to the planes ABC, 
DEF are equal; 


therefore the perpendiculars from the triangles PMN, STU 
to the planes ABC, DEF are also equal. 


Therefore the prisms in which the triangles LOC, RVF 
are bases, and PMN, STU their opposites, are of equal 
height. 

Hence also the parallelepipedal solids described from the 
said prisms are of equal height and are to one another as their 
bases ; [x1. 32] 
therefore their halves, namely the said prisms, are to one another 
as the base LOC is to the base R VF. 

Q. E. D. 
We can incorporate the lemma at the end of the proposition and sum- 


marise the proof thus. 
Since ZO is parallel to 4B, 


As ABC, LOC are similar. 
In like manner As DEF, RVF are similar. 
And, since BC: CO=EF: FV, 

AABC: ALOC=ADEF: ARVE [v1. 22] 
and, alternately, : 
AABC: ADEF=ALOC: ARVE. 

Now the prisms (LOC, PMN) and (RVF, STU) are equal in height : 
for the perpendiculars from G, Æ on the bases ABC, DEF are divided by 
the planes PMN, STU (parallel to the bases) in the same proportion as GC, 
HF are divided by those planes [x1. 17], ie. they are bisected ; 
hence the heights of the prisms, being half the equal heights of the pyramids, 
are equal. 

And the prisms are the halves respectively of parallelepipeds of the same 
height on parallelogrammic bases double of the As LOC, RVF respectively ; 

[x1. 28 and note] 


hence they are in the same ratio as those parallelepipeds, and therefore as 
their bases [x1. 32]. 


Therefore 
(prism ZOC, PMN) : (prism RVA, STV) = ALOC: A RVF 
=AABC: ADEF. 


H. E. III. 25 
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And since the other prisms in the pyramids are equal to these prisms 
respectively, 
(sum of prisms in GABC): (sum of prisms in ZZDEF) -AABC:IADEF. 


Similarly, if the pyramids GPIZN, HSTU be divided in like manner, and 
also the pyramids PAKZ, SDQR, we shall have e.g. 
(sum of prisms in GPMN) : (sum of prisms in ZZSTU) =A PMN:ASTU 
=AABC:A DEF, 
and similarly for the second pair of pyramids. 
The process may be continued indefinitely, and we shall always have 
(sum of prisms in GAB C) : (sum of prisms in HDEF) =A ABC :4 DEF. 


PROPOSITION 5. 


Pyramids which are of the same height and have triangular 
bases are to one another as the bases. 

Let there be pyramids of the same height, of which the 
triangles 44 2C, DEF are the bases and the points G, Æ the 
vertices ; 

I say that, as the base ABC is to the base DEF, so is the 
pyramid A4 BCG to the pyramid DEF LH. 





For, if the pyramid AZ CG is not to the pyramid DE FH 
as the base ABC is to the base DEF, 
then, as the base ABC is to the base DAF, so will the 
pyramid 44 BCG be either to some solid less than the pyramid 
DEFF or to a greater. 

Let it, first, be in that ratio to a less solid W, and let the 
pyramid 2E 777 be divided into two pyramids equal to one 
another and similar to the whole and into two equal prisms ; 
then the two prisms are greater than the half of the whole 
pyramid. [xi. 3] 
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Again, let the pyramids arising from the division be 
similarly divided, 
and let this be done continually until there are left over from 
the pyramid DEFH some pyramids which are less than the 
excess by which the pyramid DE FH exceeds the solid W. 
[x. 1] 
Let such be left, and let them be, for the sake of argument, 
DORS, STUH ; 
therefore the remainders, the prisms in the pyramid DE FH, 
are greater than the solid J7. 


Let the pyramid ZCG also be divided similarly, and a 
similar number of times, with the pyramid DEZ; 
therefore, as the base ABC is to the base DEF, so are the 
prisms in the pyramid BCG to the prisms in the pyramid 
DEFH. [xn. 4] 

But, as the base ABC is to the base DEF, so also is the 
pyramid 44 B CG to the solid W; 
therefore also, as the pyramid BCG is to the solid W, so 
are the prisms in the pyramid AZBCG to the prisms in the 
pyramid DEFZ; fv. 11] 
therefore, alternately, as the pyramid 4B CG is to the prisms 
in it, so is the solid W to the prisms in the pyramid DE FH. 

i i [v. 16] 

But the pyramid ABCG is greater than the prisms in it; 
therefore the solid W is also greater than the prisms in the 
pyramid DEFZ. 

But it is also less : 
which is impossible. 

Therefore the prism BCG is not to any solid less than 
the pyramid DEF as the base AAC is to the base DEF. 

Similarly it can be proved that neither is the pyramid 
DEFH to any solid less than the pyramid A BCG as the base 
DEF is to the base ABC. 


I say next that neither is the pyramid AABCG to any 
solid greater than the pyramid DE FA as the base ABC is 
to the base DEF. 

For, if possible, let it be in that ratio to a greater solid W; 
therefore, inversely, as the base DEF is to the base ABC, 
so is the solid W to the pyramid ABCG. 


25—2 


388 BOOK XII [xir. 5 


But, as the solid W is to the solid ABCG, so is the 
pyramid DEFA to some solid less than the pyramid ABCG, 
as was before proved ; (xi. 2, Lemma] 


therefore also, as the base DAF is to the base ABC, so is 
the pyramid DÆFH to some solid less than the pyramid 
ABCG: [v. 11] 


which was proved absurd. 


Therefore the pyramid BCG is not to any solid greater 
than the pyramid DE FA as the base ABC is to the base 
DEF. 

But it was proved that neither is it in that ratio to a less 
solid. 

Therefore, as the base AAC is to the base DEF; so is 
the pyramid ABCG to the pyramid DEFA. 

Q. E. D. 


In the two preceding propositions it has been shown how we can divide a 
pyramid with a triangular base into (1) two equal prisms which are together 
greater than half the pyramid and (2) two equal pyramids similar to the 
original one, and that, if this process be continued with the two pyramids, 
then with the four resulting pyramids, and so on, and if, further, another 
pyramid of the same height as the original one be similarly divided, the sub- 
division being made the same number of times, the sum of all the prisms in 
one pyramid is to the sum of all the prisms in the other as the base of the 
first 1s to the base of the second. 

We can now prove in the manner of xir. 2 that the volumes of the 
pyramids themselves are as the bases. 

Let us call the pyramids P, Z’ and their respective bases B, Z’. 


If P:P+#B:B, 
suppose that Bi: B=P iW. 
I. Let Whe < P. 
Divide Z” into two prisms and two pyramids, subdivide the latter similarly, 


and so on, until the sum of the pyramids remaining is less than the difference 
between P’ and W [x. 1], so that 


P' > (prisms in P^) > W. 
Then divide 2 similarly, the same number of times. 
Now (prisms in P) : (prisms in P) =B : B (xir. 4] 
=P: W, by hypothesis, 
and, alternately, 
(prisms in P) : P= (prisms in Z’): W. 

But (prisms in P) < P; 
therefore (prisms in P^) < W. 

But, by construction, (prisms in P^ > W. 

Hence W cannot be less than Z’. 
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IL Suppose, if possible, that W> P’. 
Then, inversely, B:B=aW:P. 
=P. V, 
where V is some solid less than P. [Cf xir. 2, Lemma, and note. ] 
But this can be proved impossible exactly as in Part I. 
Therefore W is neither less nor greater than P’, 
so that BiB-PiP. 


Legendre, followed by the American editors already mentioned, and by 
others, approaches the subject by a different route, proving the following 
propositions. 


1. Lf a pyramid be cut by a plane parallel to the base, (a) the lateral edges 
and the height will be cut in the same proportion, (b) the section by the plane 
will be a polygon similar to the base. 








(a) Since a lateral face VAB of the pyramid V(ABCDE) is cut by two 
parallel planes in 4.5, ab, 
AB || ab; 
Similarly ZC || dc, and so on. 
Therefore VA: Va=VB:Vb=VC: Ve=.... 
And, if VO the height be cut in O, o, 
BO || e; and each of the above ratios is equal to VO: Vo. 


(b) Since BA || ġa, and BC || dc, 
LABC=Labe. [x1. ro] 

Similarly for all the other angles of the polygons, which are therefore 
equiangular. 

Also, by similar triangles, 

A:Va=AB: ab, 

and so on. 

Therefore, by the ratios above, 

AB: ab=BC:be=.... 
Therefore the polygons are similar. 
2. Lf two pyramids of the same height be cut by planes whith are at the 


same perpendicular distance from the vertices, the sections are as the respective 
bases. 
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For, if we place the pyramids so that the vertices coincide and the bases 
are in one plane, the planes of.the sections will coincide. 
If, e.g., the base of the second pyramid be X YZ and the section xyz, we 


shall have, by the argument of the last proposition, 
VX : Vex VY : VWy= VZ: Vz= VO : Vo= VA : Va=..., 
and XYZ, xyz will be similar. 
Now (polygon ABCDE) : (polygon abcde) = 4 £^ : ab? 
= VA’; Væ, 
and AXYZ: Axyz= XY? xy? 
= VX? : Væ 
= VÆ : Væ. 
Therefore i 
(polygon 4.8 CDE) : (polygon abcde) =A X YZ : A xyz. 
As a particular case, if the dases of the two pyramids are equivalent, the 
sections are also equivalent, 


3. Two triangular pyramids which have equivalent bases and equal heights 
are equivalent. : 

Let VABC, vabc be pyramids with equivalent bases ABC, adc, which for 
convenience we will suppose placed in one plane, and let 7'4 be the common 
height. 


T 











Then, if the pyramids are not equivalent, one must be greater than the other. 
Let VABC be the greater; and let 4X be the height of a prism on ABC 
as base which is equal in volume to the difference of the pyramids. 
Divide the height 4 7^ into equal parts such that each is less than 4X, and 
let each part be equal to z. i 
Through the points of division draw planes parallel to the bases cutting 
both pyramids in the sections DEF, GHZ... and def, ghi,... 
_The sections DEF, def will then be equivalent; so will the sections GAZ, 
ghi, and so on. i [(2) above] 
On the triangles ABC, DEF, GHI, ... as bases draw exterior prisms 
having for edges the parts 4D, DG, GK, ... of the edge 4 V; 


xu. 5] PROPOSITION 5 391 


and on the triangles def, ghz, ... as bases draw inferior prisms having for edges 
the parts ad, de, ... of av. 


All the partial prisms will then have the same height z. 


Now the sum of the exterior prisms of the pyramid VABC is greater than 
that pyramid ; 
and the sum of the interior prisms in the pyramid vade is Jess than that 
pyramid. 

Consequently the difference between the sum of the first set of prisms and 
the sum of the second set of prisms is greater than the difference between the 
two pyramids. 


Again, if we start from the bases ABC, adc, the second exterior prism 
DEFG is equivalent to the jirs¢ interior prism defa, since their bases are 
equivalent and they have the same height z. [xi. 28 and note; xr. 32] 

Similarly the third exterior prism is equivalent to the second interior 
prism, and so on, until we arrive at the last of each. 

Therefore the prism ABCD, the frst exterior prism, is the difference 
between the sums of the exterior and interior prisms respectively. 

Therefore the difference between the two pyramids is Jess than the prism 
ABCD, which should therefore be greater than the prism with base ABC 
and height 4X. 

But the prism ABCD is, by hypothesis, less than the latter prism : 
which is impossible. 

Consequently the pyramid 7/4 BC cannot be greater than the pyramid 
vabc. 

Similarly it may be proved that va£c cannot be greater than ABC. 

Therefore the pyramids are eguivalent. 


Legendre next establishes a proposition corresponding to Eucl. xu. 7, viz. 


4. Any triangular pyramid is one third of the triangular prism on the same 
base and of the same height, 


and from this he deduces that 


Cor. The volume of a triangular pyramid ts egual to a third of the product 
of tts base by tts height. 

He has previously proved that the volume of a triangular prism is equal to 
the product of its base and height, since (1) the prism is half of a parallele- 
piped of the same height and with a parallelogram for base which is double of 
the base of the prism, and (2) this parallelepiped can be transformed into an 
equivalent rectangular parallelepiped with the same height and an equivalent 
base. 

The theorem (4) is then extended to azy pyramid in the proposition 

5. Any pyramid has for its measure the third part of the product of its base 
and its height, from which follow 


Cor. I. Any pyramid is the third part of the prism on the same base and 
of the same height. 

Cor. IL. Two pyramids of the same height are to one another as their 
bases, and two pyramids on the same base are to one another as their heights. 


The first part of the second corollary corresponds to the present 
proposition as extended by the next, xir. 6. 
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PROPOSITION 6. 


Pyramids which ave of the same height and have polygonal 
bases are to one another as the bases. 


Let there be pyramids of the same height of which the 
polygons ABCDE, FGHKL are the bases and the points 
M, N the vertices ; 

I say that, as the base ABCDE is to the base PFGAKL, 
so is the pyramid ABCDEM to the pyramid PGHKLN. 


M N 


For let AC, AD, FH, FK be joined. 

Since then 42 CM, ACD YM are two pyramids which have 
triangular bases and equal height, 
they are to one another as the bases ; [xu 5] 
therefore, as the base AAC is to the base ACD, so is the 
pyramid 4BCM to the pyramid 4 CD. 

And, componendo, as the base ABCD is to the base ACD, 
so is the pyramid 4B CD to the pyramid 44 CDI. — (v. 18] 

But also, as the base ACD is to the base 44D, so is the 
pyramid 44 CD to the pyramid ADEM. [xi 5] 

Therefore, ex aegualz, as the base ABCD is to the base 
ADE, so is the pyramid 4BCDM to the pyramid ADEM. 


[v. 22] 

And, again componendo, as the base ABCDE is to the 
base ADE, so is the pyramid ABCDEWM to the pyramid 
ADEM. [v. 18] 


Similarly also it can be proved that, as the base FGH KL 
is to the base /GH, so is the pyramid FGZZKZLN to the 
pyramid FGZN. 
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And, since ADEM, FGHN are two pyramids which have 
triangular bases and equal height, 
therefore, as the base ADE is to the base FG ZZ, so is the 
pyramid ADEM to the pyramid FGZN. [xir 5] 

But, as the base ADDE is to the base ABCDE, so was 
the pyramid ADEM to the pyramid ABCDEM. 

Therefore also, ex aegzaZz, as the base ABCDE is to the 
base FGH, so is the pyramid ABCDEM to the pyramid 
FGHN. [v. 22] 

But further, as the base FGH is to the base FGA KL, so 
also was the pyramid “G/N to the pyramid FGA ALN. 

Therefore also, ex aegualz, as the base ABCDE is to the 
base FGAXKL, so is the pyramid 44 CD. EM to the pyramid 
FGHKLN. [v. 22] 

Q. E. D. 


It will be seen that, in order to obtain the proportion 
(base ABCDE) : AADE = (pyramid MAB CDE) : (pyramid MADE), 


Euclid employs v. 18 (componendo) twice over, with an ex aeguali step [v. 22] 
intervening. 


We might arrive at it more concisely by using v. 24 extended to any 
number of antecedents. 


Thus 
AABC: A ADE = (pyramid MABC) : (pyramid MADE), 
AACD: 4 4ADE = (pyramid MACD) : (pyramid MADE), 

and lastly 

AADE: SADE = (pyramid WADE) : (pyramid MADE). 

Therefore, adding the antecedents [v. 24], we have 

(polygon ABCDE) : AADE = (pyramid AA BCDE£) : (pyramid MADE). 

Again, since the pyramids MADE, NFGH are of the same height, 

AADE : AFGH= (pyramid MADE) : (pyramid MFG). 


Lastly, using the same argument for the pyramid WFGAKTL as for 
MABCDE, and inverting, we have 


AFGH: (polygon FGHKL) = (pyramid WFGLZ) : (pyramid VFGAKT). 
Thus from the three proportions, ex aequa, 
(polygon AB CDE): (polygon FGZEL) 
— (pyramid 474 BCDE) : (pyramid IMFGEEL). 
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PROPOSITION 7. 


Any prism which has a triangular base zs divided into three 
pyramids egual to one another which have triangular bases. 


Let there be a prism in which the triangle AAC is the 

base and DEF its opposite ; 

I say that the prism ABCDEF is d 

divided into three pyramids equal to 
one another, which have triangular © 
bases. 

For let BD, EC, CD be joined. 

Since AB ED is a parallelogram, 
and ZØ is its diameter, 
therefore the triangle ABD is equal 
to the triangle ED ; [1. 34] 
therefore also the pyramid of which the triangle ABD is the 
base and the point C the vertex is equal to the pyramid of 
which the triangle DEP is the base and the point C the 
vertex. [xir. 5] 

But the pyramid of which the triangle DEB is the base 
and the point C the vertex is the same with the pyramid of 
which the triangle AAC is the base and the point D the 
vertex ; l 
for they are contained by the same planes. 

Therefore the pyramid of which the triangle 4BD is the 
base and the point C the vertex is also equal to the pyramid 
of which the triangle EBC is the base and the point D the 
vertex. 


8 A 


Again, since J CBE is a parallelogram, 
and CZ is its diameter, 
the triangle CE is equal to the triangle CBZ. — [raa] 
Therefore also the pyramid of which the triangle BCZ is 
the base and the point D the vertex is equal to the pyramid 
of which the triangle ECF is the base and the point D the 
vertex. (xn. 5] 
But the pyramid of which the triangle BCE is the base 
and the point D the vertex was proved equal to the pyramid 
of which the triangle ABD is the base and the point C the 
vertex; 
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therefore also the pyramid of which the triangle C is the 
base and the point D the vertex is equal to the pyramid of 
which the triangle 44D is the base and the point C the 
vertex ; 

therefore the prism ABCDEF has been divided into three 
pyramids equal to one another which have triangular bases. 


And, since the pyramid of which the triangle 45D is the 
base and the point C the vertex is the same with the pyramid 
of which the triangle CAB is the base and the point D the 
vertex, 
for they are contained by the same planes, 


while the pyramid of which the triangle 4 BD is the base and 
the point C the vertex was proved to be a third of the prism 
in which the triangle ABC is the base and DEF its opposite, 


therefore also the pyramid of which the triangle 48C is the 
base and the point D the vertex is a third of the prism which 
has the same base, the triangle ABC, and DEF as its 
opposite. 


Porism. From this it is manifest that any pyramid is a 
third part of the prism which has the same base with it and 
equal height. 

Q. E. D 


If we , denote by C-ABD a pyramid with vertex C and base 4 BD, Euclid's 
argument is easily followed thus. 

The [7 ABED being bisected by BD, 

(pyramid C-4 BD) = (pyramid C-DEB) [xi 5] 
= (pyramid .D-E BC). 

And, the (7 EB CE being bisected by ZC, 

(pyramid D-ZBC) = (pyramid D-ECF). 

Thus (pyramid C-ABD) = (pyramid 2-E C) = (pyramid D-Æ CF), and 
these three pyramids make up the whole prism, so that each is one-third of the 
prism. 

And, since (pyramid C-ABD) = (pyramid D-ABC), 

(pyramid D-ABC) = } (prism ABC, DEF). 


Proposition 8, 


Similar pyramids whith have triangular bases are tn the 
triplicate vatto of their corresponding sides. 


Let there be similar and similarly situated pyramids of 
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which the triangles 4BC, DEF are the bases and the points 
G, H the vertices ; 


I say that the pyramid ABCG has to the pyramid DEFH 
the ratio triplicate of that which BC has to £7. 


I—3 fo 
A D 


For let the parallelepipedal solids BGML, EZZIQP be 
completed. 

Now, since the pyramid BCG is similar to the pyramid 
DEFH, 


therefore the angle 4 BC is equal to the angle DEF, 
the angle GAC to the angle HES, 
and the angle 44G to the angle DEZ; 
and, as 4B is to DE, so is BC to EF, and BG to EX. 
And since, as JA P is to DE, so is BC to EF, 
and the sides are proportional about equal angles, 
therefore the parallelogram BM is similar to the parallelo- 
gram EQ. 
For the same reason 
BN is also similar to ZA, and BK to EO; 
therefore the three parallelograms MB, BK, BN are similar 
to the three EQ, £O, ER. 
But the three parallelograms MB, BK, BN are equal and 
similar to their three opposites, 
and the three EQ, EO, ER are equal and similar to their 
three opposites. [x1. 24] 
Therefore the solids BGIZL, EHQP are contained by 
similar planes equal in multitude. 
Therefore the solid ZG LL is similar to the solid EHOP. 
But similar parallelepipedal solids are in the triplicate ratio 
of their corresponding sides. [k 33] 
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Therefore the solid 2G/ZL has to the solid EHOP the 
ratio triplicate of that which the corresponding side BC has to 
the corresponding side EF. 

But, as the solid BGMZL is to the solid EZZQP, so is the 
pyramid ACG to the pyramid DE FH, 


inasmuch as the pyramid is a sixth part of the solid, because 
the prism which is half of the parallelepipedal solid [xr. 28] is 
also triple of the pyramid. [xn 7] 


Therefore the pyramid ZCG also has to the pyramid 
DEFH the ratio triplicate of that which BC has to EF. 
Q. E. D. 


Porrsm. From this it is manifest that similar pyramids 
which have polygonal bases are also to one another in the 
triplicate ratio of their corresponding sides. 

For, if they are divided into the pyramids contained in 
them which have triangular bases, by virtue of the fact that 
the similar polygons forming their bases are also divided into 
similar triangles equal in multitude and corresponding to the 
wholes [v1. 20], 
then, as the one pyramid which has a triangular base in the 
one complete pyramid is to the one pyramid which has a 
triangular base in the other complete pyramid, so also will all 
the pyramids which have triangular bases contained in the 
one pyramid be to all the pyramids which have triangular 
bases contained in the other pyramid [v.12], that is, the 
pyramid itself which has a polygonal base to the pyramid 
which has a polygonal base. 

But the pyramid which has a triangular base is to the 
pyramid which has a triangular base in the triplicate ratio of 
the corresponding sides ; 
therefore also the pyramid which has a polygonal base has to 
the pyramid which has a similar base the ratio triplicate of 
that which the side has to the side. 


It is at once proved that, the pyramids being similar, the parallelepipeds 
constructed as shown in the figure are also similar. 

Consequently, as these latter are in the triplicate ratio of their corre- 
sponding sides [xr. 33], so are the pyramids which are their sixth parts 
respectively (being one third of the respective 77s; on the same bases, i.e. 
of the halves of the respective parallelepipeds, x1. 28). 

As the Porism is not used where Euclid might have been expected to use 
it (see note on XII. 12, p. 416), there is some reason to doubt its genuineness. 
P only has it in the margin, though in the first hand. 
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PROPOSITION 9. 


Jn equal pyramids which have triangular bases the bases 
are reciprocally proportional to the heights; and those pyramids 
in which the bases are reciprocally proportional to the heights 
are equal. 


For let there be equal pyramids which have the triangular 
bases ASC, DEF and vertices the points G, 77; 


I say that in the pyramids ABCG, DEFA the bases are 
reciprocally proportional to the heights, that is, as the base 
ABC is to the base DEF, so is the height of the pyramid 
DEFH to the height of the pyramid ABCG. 


(0) 
L H 7 


a7, l 
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For let the parallelepipedal solids BGML, EZZQP be 
completed. 

Now, since the pyramid 428CG is equal to the pyramid 
DEFH, 
and the solid BGML is six times the pyramid 4 BCG, 
and the solid EZZQP six times the pyramid DEF, 
therefore the solid GML is equal to the solid EHA QP. 

But in equal parallelepipedal solids the bases are recipro- 
cally proportional to the heights ; [xi. 34] 
therefore, as the base BM is to the base EQ, so is the height 
of the solid AQP to the height of the solid 9 GAZZ. 

But, as the base BM is to EQ, so is the triangle A47 C te 
the triangle DEF, [1 34] 

Therefore ‘also, as the triangle ÆC is to the triangle 
DEF, so is the height of the solid EHQF to the height of 
the solid BGAZL. [v. 11] 
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But the height of the solid E/ZQP is the same with the 
height of the pyramid DEZZ, 
and the height of the solid GMZ is the same with the 
height of the pyramid A4 BCG, 
therefore, as the base ABC is to the base DEF, so is the 
height of the pyramid DEFH to the height of the pyramid 
ABCG. 

Therefore in the pyramids 4&CG, DEZ the bases are 
reciprocally proportional to the heights. 


Next, in the pyramids ABCG, DEFF let the bases be 
reciprocally proportional to the heights ; 
that is, as the base ABC is to the base DE, so let the height 
of the pyramid DEFH be to the height of the pyramid 
ABCG; 

I say that the pyramid ABCG is equal to the pyramid 
DEFH. 

For, with the same construction, 
since, as the base ABC is to the base DEF, so is the height 
of the pyramid DE FF to the height of the pyramid A4BCG, 
while, as the base AAC is to the base DEF, so is the 
parallelogram BM to the parallelogram £Q, 
therefore also, as the parallelogram BM is to the parallelogram 
EQ, so is the height of the pyramid DEFH to the height of 
the pyramid ACG. [v. 11] 

But the height of the pyramid DEFH is the same with 
the height of the parallelepiped EZZQP, 
and the height of the pyramid BCG is the same with the 
height of the parallelepiped BGAL ; 
therefore, as the base BM is to the base EQ, so is the height 
of the parallelepiped E/ZQP to the height of the parallelepi- 
ped BGML. 

But those parallelepipedal solids in which the bases are 
reciprocally proportional to the heights are equal ; [xi. 34] 
therefore the parallelepipedal solid BGAZL is equal to the 
parallelepipedal solid ZÆ QP. 

And the pyramid A ACG is a sixth part of BGWL, and 
the pyramid DZEF/Z a sixth part of the parallelepiped 
EFTOP ; 
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therefore the pyramid BCG is equal to the pyramid DEZ. 
Therefore etc. 
Q. E. D. 
The volumes of the pyramids are respectively one sixth part of the volumes 


of the parallelepipeds described, as in the figure, on double the bases and with 
the same heights as the pyramids. 


I. Thus the parallelepipeds are equal if the pyramids are equal. 
And, the parallelepipeds being equal, their bases are reciprocally propor- 
tional to their heights ; [xi. 34] 


hence the bases of the equal pyramids (which are the halves of the bases of 
the parallelepipeds) are proportional to their heights. 


IL 1f the bases of the pyramids are reciprocally proportional to their 
heights, so are the bases of the parallelepipeds to their heights (since the bases 
of the parallelepipeds are double of the bases of the pyramids respectively). 

Consequently the parallelepipeds are equal. [xt. 34] 

Therefore their sixth parts, the pyramids, are also equal. 


PROPOSITION IO. 


Any cone is a third part of the cylinder which has the same 
base with tt and equal height. 


For let a cone have the same base, namely the circle 
ABCD, with a cylinder and equal 
height ; 

I say that the cone is a third part 
of the cylinder, that is, that the 
cylinder is triple of the cone. 

For if the cylinder is not triple 
of the cone, the cylinder will be 
either greater than triple or less 
than triple of the cone. 

First let it be greater than 
triple, 
and let the square ABCD be 
inscribed in the circle ABCD ; (1v. 6] 


then the square 445 C is greater than the half of the circle 
ABCD, 


From the square ABCD let there be set up a prism of 
equal height with the cylinder. 


Then the prism so set up is greater than the half of the 
cylinder, 
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inasmuch as, if we also circumscribe a square about the c £ : 5 
ABCD [w. 7j, the square inscribed in the circle ABCD is ha® 
of that circumscribed about it, 
and the solids set up from them are parallelepipedal prisms of 
equal height, 
while parallelepipedal solids which are of the same height are 
to one another as their bases ; [x1. 32] 
therefore also the prism set up on the square ABCD is half 
of the prism set up from the square circumscribed about the 
circle ABCD; (cf. xr. 28, or x11. 6 and 7, Por.] 
and the cylinder is less than the prism set up from the square 
circumscribed about the circle ABCD; 
therefore the prism set up from the square 4BCD and of 
equal height with the cylinder is greater than the half of the 
cylinder. 

Let the circumferences 4B, BC, CD, DA be bisected at 
the points £, F, G, #7, 
and let AE, EB, BF, FC, CG, GD, DH, HA be joined; 
then each of the triangles A EZ, BFC, CGD, DHA is greater 
than the half of that segment of the circle 4 2CD which is 
about it, as we proved before. [xi 2] 

On each of the triangles AEB, BFC, CGD, DHA let 
prisms be set up of equal height with the cylinder ; 
then each of the prisms so set up is greater than the half part 
of that segment of the cylinder which is about it, 
inasmuch as, if we draw through the points E, F, G, H 
parallels to 45, BC, CD, DA, complete the parallelograms 
on 4B, BC, CD, DA, and set up from them parallelepipedal 
solids of equal height with the cylinder, the prisms on the 
triangles A EP, BFC, CGD, DHA are halves of the several 
solids set up ; 
and the segments of the cylinder are less than the parallelepi- 
pedal solids set up ; 
hence also the prisms on the triangles AEB, BFC, CGD, 
DHA are greater than the half of the segments of the 
cylinder about them. 

Thus, bisecting the circumferences that are left, joining 


H. E. III. 26 
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straight lines, setting up on each of the triangles prisms of 

equal height with the cylinder, 

and doing this continually, 

we shall leave some segments of the cylinder which will be 

less than the excess by which the cylinder exceeds the triple 

of the cone. [x. 1] 
Let such segments be left, and let them be AZ, ZL, BF, 

RC, GG, GD, DA, HA ; 


therefore the remainder, the prism of which the polygon 
AEBFCGDH is the base and the height is the same as that 
of the cylinder, is greater than triple of the cone. 


But the prism of which the polygon AE BFCGDA is the 
base and the height the same as that of the cylinder is triple 
of the pyramid of which the polygon AEZZFCGDZ is the 
base and the vertex is the same as that of the cone ; [xu. 7, Por.] 


therefore also the pyramid of which the polygon AEBFCGDH 
is the base and the vertex is the same as that of the cone is 
greater than the cone which has the circle ABCD as base. 


But it is also less, for it is enclosed by it: 
which is impossible. 
Therefore the cylinder is not greater than triple of the cone. 


I say next that neither is the cylinder less than triple of 
the cone, 


For, if possible, let the cylinder be less than triple of the 
cone ; 


therefore, inversely, the cone is greater than a third part of 
the cylinder. 


Let the square 4 BCD be inscribed in the circle ABCD ; 


therefore the square ABCD is greater than the half of the 
circle ABCD. 


Now let there be set up from the square 4 BCD a pyramid 
having the same vertex with the cone; 


therefore the pyramid so set up is greater than the half part 
of the cone, 


seeing that, as we proved before, if we circumscribe a square 
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about the circle, the square 445 CD will be half of the square 
circumscribed about the circle, 

and if we set up from the squares parallelepipedal solids of 
equal height with the cone, which are also called prisms, the 
solid set up from the square ABCD will be half of that set up 
from the square circumscribed about the circle; 

for they are to one another as their bases. [xi. 32] 


Hence also the thirds of them are in that ratio; 
therefore also the pyramid of which the square 44 CD is the 
base is half of the pyramid set up from the square circum- 
scribed about the circle. 

And the pyramid set up from the square about the circle 
is greater than the cone, 
for it encloses it. 

Therefore the pyramid of which the square 4 BCD is the 
base and the vertex is the same with that of the cone is 
greater than the half of the cone. 

Let the circumferences 24 5, BC, CD, DA be bisected at 
the points E, F, G, H, 
and let AZ, EB, BF, FC, CG, GD, DH, HA be joined; 
therefore also each of the triangles 4 EP, BFC, CGD, DHA 


is greater than the half part of that segment of the circle 
ABCD which is about it. 

Now, on each of the triangles AEB, BFC, CGD, DHA 
let pyramids be set up which have the same vertex as the 
cone; 
therefore also each of the pyramids so set up is, in the same 
manner, greater than the half part of that segment of the cone 
which is about it, 

Thus, by bisecting the circumferences that are left, joining 
straight lines, setting up on each of the triangles a pyramid 
which has the same vertex as the cone, 
and doing this continually, 
we shall leave some segments of the cone which will be less 
than the excess by which me cone exceeds the third part of 
the cylinder. [x. 1] 

Let such be left, and let them be the segments on AL, 
EB, BF, FC, CG, GD, DH, HA; 


26—2 
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therefore the remainder, the pyramid of which the polygon 
A EBFCGDH is the base and the vertex the same with that 
of the cone, is greater than a third part of the cylinder. 


But the pyramid of which the polygon 4EBFCGDH is 
the base and the vertex the same with that of the cone is a 
third part of the prism of which the polygon A4EBFCGD 
is the base and the height is the same with that of the 
cylinder ; 
therefore the prism of which the polygon 4EBFCGDZA is 
the base and the height is the same with that of the cylinder 
is greater than the cylinder of which the circle 4C is the 
base. 

But it is also less, for it is enclosed by it : 
which is impossible. 

Therefore the cylinder is not less than triple of the cone. 


But it was proved that neither is it greater than triple ; 
therefore the cylinder is triple of the cone; 
hence the cone is a third part of the cylinder. 

Therefore etc. 


e 
B 
ie 


We observe the use in this proposition of the term “parallelepipedal 
prism,” which recalls Heron's “ parallelogrammic” or **parallel-sided prism.” 

The course of the proof is exactly the same as in XII. 2, except that an 
arithmetical fraction takes the place of a ratio which, being incommensurable, 
could only be expressed as a ratio. Consequently we do not need proportions 
in this proposition, as we did in x1. 2, and shall again in Xu. rr, etc. 

Euclid exhausts the cylinder and cone respectively by setting up prisms 
and pyramids of the same height on the successive regular polygons inscribed 
in the circle which is the common base, viz. the square, the regular polygon 
of 8 sides, that of 16 sides, etc. 

If AB be the side of one polygon, we obtain two sides of the next by 
bisecting the arc 4 CZ and joining AC, CB. Draw the 
tangent DÆ at C and complete the parallelogram 
ABED. 0 er 

Now suppose a prism erected on the polygon of 
which 42 is a side, and of the same height as that of 
the cylinder. 

To obtain the prism of the same height on the next 
polygon we add all the triangular prisms of the same 
height on the bases 4 CB and the rest. 

Now the prism on ACS is half the prism of the 
same height on the (7 A.B E D as base. 

[cf. x1. 28] 
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And the prism on (7 ABD includes, and is greater than, the portion of 
the cylinder standing on the segment 4 CB of the circle. 

The same thing is true in regard to the other sides of the polygon of 
which AZ is one side. 

Thus the process begins with a prism on the square inscribed in the circle, 
which is more than half the cylinder, the next prism (with eight lateral faces) 
takes away more than half the remainder, and so on ; 
hence [x. 1] if we proceed far enough, we shall ultimately arrive at a prism 
leaving over portions of the cylinder together less than any assigned volume. 

The construction of pyramids on the successive polygons exhausts the cone 
in exactly the same way. 

Now, if the cone is not equal to one-third of the cylinder, it must be either 
greater or less. 


I. Suppose, if possible, that, V, O being their volumes respectively, 
O> 3F. 

Construct successive inscribed polygons in the bases and prisms on them 
until we arrive at a prism P leaving over portions of the cylinder together less 
than (O — 3 P), i.e. such that 

O> P>3V. 


But P is triple of the pyramid on the same base and of the same height ; 
and this pyramid is included by, and is therefore less than, V; 


therefore P «3. 
But, by construction, P>3V: 
which is impossible. 
Therefore O $ 3V. 
II. Suppose, if possible, that O < 3V. 
Therefore V> iO. 


Construct successive pyramids in the cone in the manner described until 
we arrive at a pyramid II leaving over portions of the cone together less than 
(V-40), i.e. such that 

V»1i-i0O. 

Now Il is one-third of the prism on the same base and of the same height; 
and this prism is included by, and is therefore less than, the cylinder ; 
therefore Il « 10. 

But, by construction, II-i0: 
which is impossible. 

Therefore O is neither greater nor less than 3 V, so that 

O-3gV. 

It will be observed that here, as in xn. 2, Euclid always exAauszs the solid 
by (as it were) building up to it from inside. Hence the solid to be exhausted 
must, with him, be supposed greater than the solid to which it is to be proved 
equal; and this is the reason why, in the second part, the initial supposition 
is turned round. 

In this case too Euclid might have approximated to the cone and cylinder 
by circumscribing successive pyramids and prisms in the way shown, after 
Archimedes, in the note on XII. 2. 
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.PROPOSITION II. 


Cones and cylinders whith are of the same height are to 
one another as their bases. 


Let there be cones and cylinders of the same height, 
let the circles 4A BCD, EFG be their bases, KL, MN their 
axes and AC, EG the diameters of their bases ; 


I say that, as the circle ABCD is to the circle E/GH, so is 
the cone 4Z to the cone EVN. 





For, if not, then, as the circle ABCD is to the circle 
EFGH, so wil the cone AL be either to some solid less 
than the cone ÆN or to a greater. 

First, let it be in that ratio to a less solid O, and let the 
solid X be equal to that by which the solid O is less than the 
cone EN ; 
therefore the cone ZW is equal to the solids O, X. 

Let the square EG be inscribed in the circle EFGZ; 
therefore the square is greater than the half of the circle. 

Let there be set up from the square EFG a pyramid of 
equal height with the cone; 
therefore the pyramid so set up is greater than the half of the 
cone, 


inasmuch as, if we circumscribe a square about the circle, and 
set up from it a pyramid of equal height with the cone, the 
inscribed pyramid is half of the circumscribed pyramid, 


for they are to one another as their bases, [xir. 6] 
while the cone is less than the circumscribed pyramid. 
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Let the circumferences EZ, FG, GH, HE be bisected at 
the points P, Q, R, S, 
and let HP, PE, EQ, OF, FR, RG, GS, SH be joined. 

Therefore each of the triangles HPE, EOF, FRG, GSH 
is greater than the half of that segment of the circle which is 
about it. 

On each of the triangles HPL, EQF, FRG, GSH let 
there be set up a pyramid of equal height with the cone; 
therefore, also, each of the pyramids so set up is greater than 
the half of that segment of the cone which is about it. 

Thus, bisecting the circumferences which are left, joining 
straight lines, setting up on each of the triangles pyramids of 
equal height with the cone, 
and doing this continually, 
we shall leave some segments of the cone which will be less 
than the solid X. [x. 1] 

Let such be left, and let them be the segments on HPE, 
EQF, FRG, GSH ; 
therefore the remainder, the pyramid of which the polygon 
HPEQFRGS is the base and the height the same with that 
of the cone, is greater than the solid O. 


Let there also be inscribed in the circle ABCD the 
polygon D 74 UB VC similar and similarly situated to the 
polygon HPEQFRGS, 
and on it let a pyramid be set up of equal height with the cone 
AL. 

Since then, as the square on AC is to the square on EG, so 
is the polygon DTA UB VC W to the polygon d c 

XIL 1] 
while, as the square on AC is to the square on EG, so is the 
circle ABCD to the circle EFG, [xu 2] 
therefore also, as the circle ABCD is to the circle EZ GZ, so 
is the polygon DTA UBVCW to the polygon HPEQFRGS. 

But, as the circle ABCD is to the circle E/GH, so is the 
cone AZ to the solid O, 
and, as the polygon DTAUB VCW is to the polygon 
HPEQFRGS, so is the pyramid of which the polygon 
DTAUBVCW is the base and the point Z the vertex to the 
pyramid of which the polygon HPEQFRGS is the base and 
the point W the vertex. [xni 6] 
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Therefore also, as the cone AZ is to the solid O, so is the 
pyramid of which the polygon DTA UBVCW is the base and 
the point Z the vertex to the pyramid of which the polygon 
HPEOFRGS is the base and the point W the vertex; [v. 11] 
therefore, alternately, as the cone AZ is to the pyramid in it, 
so is the solid O to the pyramid in the cone E. [v. 16] 

But the cone AZ is greater than the pyramid in it; 
therefore the solid O is also greater than the pyramid in the 
cone EN. 

But it is also less: 
which is absurd. 


Therefore the cone. AZ is not to any solid less than the 
cone EN as the circle ABCD is to the circle EFG. 


Similarly we can prove that neither is the cone ÆW to 
any solid less than the cone 4Z as the circle EG is to the 
circle ABCD. 


I say next that neither is the cone 4Z to any solid greater 
than the cone ÆN as the circle ABCD is to the circle 
EFGH. 

For, if possible, let it be in that ratio to a greater solid O; 
therefore, inversely, as the circle ÆFGÆ is to the circle 
ABCD, so is the solid O to the cone AL. 

But, as the solid O is to the cone AL, so is the cone EV 
to some solid less than the cone AL ; 
therefore also, as the circle E#GA is to the circle ABCD, so 
is the cone ÆN to some solid less than the cone AL: 
which was proved impossible. 

Therefore the cone AZ is not to any solid greater than 
the cone ÆN as the circle ABCD is to the circle EP GH. 

But it was proved that neither is it in this ratio to a less 
solid ; 
therefore, as the circle ABCD is to the circle EFGH, so is 
the cone AZ to the cone EV. 


But, as the cone is to the cone, so is the cylinder to the 
cylinder, 
for each is triple of each ; [xir. 1o] 
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Therefore also, as the circle 4 RCD is to the circle 
EFGH, so are the cylinders on them which are of equal 
height. 


Therefore etc. 
Q. E. D. 


We need not again repeat the preliminary construction of successive 
pyramids and prisms exhausting the cones and cylinders. 

Let Z, Z' be the volumes of the two cones, 8, £' their respective bases. 

If B:B'xZ:Z, 
then must B:f'-Z:O, 
where O is either less or greater than Z’. 


I. Suppose, if possible, that O is Zess than 2’. 


Inscribe in Z’ a pyramid (II) leaving over portions of it together less than 
(Z' — O), i.e. such that 
Z -1I'» OQ. 
Inscribe in Z a pyramid II on a polygon inscribed in the circular base of 
Z similar to the polygon which is the base of II’. 
Now, if Z, Z' be the diameters of the bases, 


B:g'-gqii? [xn 2] 
= (polygon in f) : (polygon in £’) [xn x] 
=H: [xu 6] 
Therefore Z:0=T11:T 
and, alternately, Z:1li20:WU. 
But Z> TI, since it includes it ; 
therefore OQ » IT. 
But, by construction, O<: 
which is impossible. 
Therefore 0q Z. 
II. Suppose, if possible, that 
: B:B'=Z:0, 
where O is greater than Z’. 
Therefore B:B=0':2, 
where ©’ is some solid less than Z. 
That is, BaB sZ ETOS 


where O' « Z. 


This is proved impossible exactly in the same way as the assumption in 
Part I. was proved impossible. 


Therefore Z has not either to a less solid than Z' or to a greater solid than 
Z the ratio of B to B'; 
therefore B:B=Z:2. 

The same is true of the cylinders which are equal to 3Z, 3Z' respectively. 
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PROPOSITION 12. 


Similar cones and cylinders are to one another in the 
triplicate vatio of the diameters in therr bases. 


Let there be similar cones and cylinders, 

let the circles ABCD, EFG be their bases, BD, FH. the 
diameters of the bases, and KZ, MN the axes of the cones 
and cylinders ; 

I say that the cone of which the circle ABCD is the base and 
the point Z the vertex has to the cone of which the circle 
EFGH is the base and the point JV the vertex the ratio 
triplicate of that which BD has to FH. 





For, if the cone AZ CDL has not to the cone EFGHN 
the ratio triplicate of that which BD has to FH, 
the cone ABCDL wil have that triplicate ratio either to 
some solid less than the cone EFGZN or to a greater. 

First, let it have that triplicate ratio to a less solid O. 

Let the square EG 7 be inscribed in the circle E/GH ; 

[1v. 6] 

therefore the square E/G// is greater than the half of the 
circle EFGJZ. 

Now let there be set up on the square EF G/7 a pyramid 
having the same vértex with the cone ; 
therefore the pyramid so set up is greater than the half part 
of the cone. 
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Let the circumferences EZ, FG, GH, HE be bisected at 
the points P, Q, R, S, 
and let EP, PF, FQ, OG, GR, RH, HS, SE be joined. 

Therefore each of the triangles EPF, FOG, GRH, HSE 
is also greater than the half part of that segment of the circle 
EFGH which is about it. 

Now on each of the triangles EPF, FOG, GRH, HSE 
let a pyramid be set up having the same vertex with the cone; 
therefore each of the pyramids so set up is also greater than 
the half part of that segment of the cone which is about it. 

Thus, bisecting the circumferences so left, joining straight 
lines, setting up on each of the triangles pyramids having the 
same vertex with the cone, 
and doing this continually, 
we shall leave some segments of the cone which will be less 
than the excess by which the cone E7GHWN exceeds the 
solid O. [x. 1] 

Let such be left, and let them be the segments on EP, 
PEF, PO; OG, GR, RH, HS, SE : 
therefore the remainder, the pyramid of which the polygon 
EPFQGR/AS is the base and the point /V the vertex, is 
greater than the solid O. 


Let there be also inscribed in the circle ABCD the 
polygon AZBUCVD YW similar and similarly situated to the 
polygon EPFOGRES, 
and let there be set up on the polygon ATBUCVDW a 
pyramid having the same vertex with the cone; 


of the triangles containing the pyramid of which the polygon 
A TBUCVDW is the base and the point Z the vertex let 
LBT be one, 


and of the triangles containing the pyramid of. which the 
polygon EPFQGA JUS is the base and the point W the vertex 
let VFP be one; 


and let KT, MP be joined. 
Now, since the cone ABCDL is similar to the cone 
EFGHN, 


therefore, as BD is to FH, so is the axis KZ to the axis MN. 
[xr. Def. 24] 
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— But, as BD is to FH, so is BK to FM; 
therefore also, as BK is to FM, so is KL to MN. 


And, alternately, as BK is to KZ, so is FM to MN. 
[v. 16] 
And the sides are proportional about equal angles, namely 
the angles BKL, FMN ; 


therefore the triangle BKZ is similar to the triangle FMN. 
[v1. 6] 
Again, since, as BX is to KT, so is FM to MP, 


and they are about equal angles, namely the angles BAT, 
LMP, 


inasmuch as, whatever part the angle BAT is of the four 
right angles at the centre X, the same part also is the angle 
FMP of the four right angles at the centre 77; 


since then the sides are proportional about equal angles, 
therefore the triangle BAXT is similar to the triangle FMP. 
[vr. 6] 
Again, since it was proved that, as BX is to KL, so is FM 
to MN, 
while Z2 K is equal to KT, and FM to PM, 
therefore, as TK is to KL, so is PM to MN ; 


and the sides are proportional about equal angles, namely 
the angles TKL, PMN, for they are right; 


therefore the triangle LKT is similar to the triangle NMP. 
[vr. 6] 

And since, owing to the similarity of the triangles LE, 

NMF, 

as LB is to BK, so is NF to EM, 

and, owing to the similarity of the triangles BKT, FMP, 

as KB is to BT, so is MF to FP, 

therefore, ex aequa£z, as LB is to BT, so is NF to FP. [v. 22] 
Again since, owing to the similarity of the triangles Z TK, 

NPM, 

as LT is to TK, so is VP to PM, 

and, owing to the similarity of the triangles TKB, PMF, 

as KT is to TB, so is MP to PF; 

therefore, ex aequaZz, as LT is to TB, so is NP to PF. [v. 22] 
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But it was also proved that, as 7B is to BL, so is PF 
to FN. 
Therefore, ex aegualt,as TL is to LB, so is PN to NF. 
[v. 22] 
Therefore in the triangles L 7B, NP the sides are 
proportional ; 


therefore the triangles Z TB, MPF are equiangular; — [vr 5] 
hence they are also similar. [vr. Def. 1] 


Therefore the pyramid of which the triangle BAT is the 
base and the point Z the vertex is also similar to the pyramid 
of which the triangle FMP is the base and the point JV the 


vertex, 


for they are contained by similar planes equal in multitude. 
: (x1. Def. 9] 

But similar pyramids which have triangular bases are to 
one another in the triplicate ratio of their corresponding sides. 

[xn. 8] 

Therefore the pyramid BK TZ has to the pyramid PA 
the ratio triplicate of that which BX has to FM. 

Similarly, by joining straight lines from 4, W, D, V, C, U 
to K, and from Æ, S, H, R, G, Q to M, and setting up on 
each of the triangles pyramids which have the same vertex 
with the cones, 


we can prove that each of the similarly arranged pyramids 
will also have to each similarly arranged pyramid the ratio 
triplicate of that which the corresponding side BX has to the 
corresponding side FM, that is, which BD has to FH. 


And, as one of the antecedents is to one of the conse- 
quents, so are all the antecedents to all the consequents ; 

[v. 12] 
therefore also, as the pyramid AATL is to the pyramid 
fMPN, so is the whole pyramid of which the polygon 
ATBUCVD YW is the base and the point Z the vertex to the 
whole pyramid of which the polygon EPFQGAZS is the 
base and the point JV the vertex; 
hence also the pyramid of which 4 ZZBUCVDW is the base 
and the point Z the vertex has to the pyramid of which the 
polygon EPFOGRH'S is the base and the point /V the 
vertex the ratio triplicate of that which BD has to FH. 


But, by hypothesis, the cone of which the circle ABCD 
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is the base and the point L the vertex has also to the solid 
O the ratio triplicate of that which BD has to FH ; 


therefore, as the cone of which the circle 4 5CD is the base 
and the point Z the vertex is to the solid O, so is the pyramid 
of which the polygon 4 Z2UCV.D W is the base and Z the 
vertex to the pyramid of which the polygon EPFQGRZS is 
the base and the point JV the vertex ; 


therefore, alternately, as the cone of which the circle ABCD 
is the base and Z the vertex is to the pyramid contained in 
it of which the polygon 4 ZZBUCVDW is the base and Z 
the vertex, so is the solid O to the pyramid of which the 
polygon .£PFQG ARTS is the base and JV the vertex. — [v. 16] 


But the said cone is greater than the pyramid in it; 
for it encloses it. 


Therefore the solid O is also greater than the pyramid of 
which the polygon EPFQGAZZS is the base and V the 
vertex. 

But it is also less : 


which is impossible. 


Therefore the cone of which the circle ABCD is the base 
and Z the vertex has not to any solid less than the cone of 
which the circle ÆFGHĦ is the base and the point N the 
vertex the ratio triplicate of that which BD has to FH. 


Similarly we can prove that neither has the cone ZFGEZN 
to any solid less than the cone 4BCDL the ratio triplicate 
of that which FÆ has to BD. 


I say next that neither has the cone ABCDL to any 
solid greater than the cone E*GHW the ratio triplicate of 
that which AD has to FA. 

For, if possible, let it have that ratio to a greater solid O. 

Therefore, inversely, the solid O has to the cone ABCDL 
the ratio triplicate of that which FÆ has to BD. 

But, as the solid O is to the cone ABCDL, so is the 
cone EFGHN to some solid less than the cone AZ CDL. 

Therefore the cone EFGZN also has to some solid less 
than the cone ABCD the ratio triplicate of that which FA 
has to BD: 


which was proved impossible. 
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Therefore the cone ABCDE has not to any solid greater 
than the cone EF GEN the ratio triplicate of that which BD 
has to FH. 

But it was proved that neither has it this ratio to a less 
solid than the cone EFGZN. 

Therefore the cone ABCDL has to the cone EFGEN 
the ratio triplicate of that which BD has to FH. 


But, as the cone is to the cone, so is the cylinder to the 
cylinder, 
for the cylinder which is on the same base as the cone and 
of equal height with it is triple of the cone; [xu. 1o] 


therefore the cylinder alse has to the cylinder the ratio 
triplicate of that which BD has to FH. 
Therefore etc. 
Q. E. D. 


The method of proof is precisely that of the previous proposition. The 
only addition is caused by the necessity of proving that, if similar equilateral 
polygons be inscribed in the bases of two similar cones, and pyramids be 
erected on them with the same vertices as those of the cones, the pyramids 
(are similar and) are to one another in the triplicate ratio of corresponding 
edges. 

Let KZ, MN be the axes of the cones, Z, V the vertices, and let 87, FP 
be sides of similar polygons inscribed in the bases. Join BA, TK, BL, TL, 
PM, FM, PN, FN. 


L 
T N 


Now BKL, FMN are right-angled triangles, and, since the cones are 

similar, ; 

BE: KL = EM: MN. [xr. Def. 24] 

Therefore (1) As BKL, FMN are similar. [vi. 6] 
Similarly — (2) ^s TKL, PMN are similar. 


Next, in As BET, FMP, the angles BAT, FMP are equal, since each is 
the same fraction of four right angles ; and the sides aboüt the equal angles are 
proportional ; 
therefore (3) As BKT, FMP are similar. 
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Again, since from the similar As BEZ, FMN, and the similar ^s BKET, 
FMP respectively, 

LB:BK=NF: FM, 
BK: Bl=MF: FP, 
ex aequali, LB:BTz-NF:EFF. 

Similarly LT:TB-NPiPF. 

Inverting the latter ratio and compounding it with the preceding one, we 
have, ex acgualt, 

LB:£LT= NF: NP. 

Thus in As ZTB, NPF the sides are proportional in pairs; 
therefore (4) As LTB, NPF are similar. 

Thus the partial pyramids Z-BXK7, N-FMP are similar. 

In exactly the same way it is proved that all the other partial pyramids are 
similar. 

Now 

(pyramid Z-BXT) : (pyramid N-FMPY = ratio triplicate of (BK: FM). 

The other partial pyramids are to one another in the same triplicate ratio. 

The sum of the antecedents is therefore to the sum of the consequents in 
the same triplicate ratio, 
ie. (pyramid Z-A TBU...) : (pyramid W-E PFO...) 

= ratio triplicate of ratio (BX: FM ) 
= ratio triplicate of ratio (BD: FI). 

[The fact that Euclid makes this transition from the partial pyramids to 
the whole pyramids in the body of this proposition seems to me to suggest 
grave doubts as to the genuineness of the Porism to x11. 8, which contains a 
similar but rather more general extension from the case of triangular pyramids 
to pyramids with polygonal bases. Were that Porism genuine, Euclid would 
have been more likely to refer to it than to repeat here the same arguments 
which it contains.] 

Now we are in a position to apply the method of exhaustion. 

If X, X' be the volumes of the cones, d, d’ the diameters of their bases, and if 

(ratio triplicate of 2 : 2) € X : X', 
then must (ratio triplicate of 2: 2") = X : O, 
where O is either less or greater than X". 

I. Suppose that O is Zess than X*. 

Construct in the way described a pyramid (II) in X' leaving over portions 
of X' together less than (X’ — O), so that X’ > M > O, 
and construct in X a pyramid (Il) with the same vertex as X has on a 
polygon inscribed in its base similar to the base of II'. 

Then, by what has just been proved, 

II : II = (ratio triplicate of d:a’ ) 
=X: O; by hypothesis, 


and, alternately, I: X-21I': OQ. 

But X includes, and is therefore greater than, fI 
therefore ; 0> H. 

But, by ‘construction, O<II': 


which is impossible. 
Therefore O cannot be less than X'. 
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II. Suppose, if possible, that 
(ratio triplicate of d : 7") - X : O, 
where O is greater than X' ; 
then (ratio triplicate of d: d) 2 Z: X’, 
or, inversely, (ratio triplicate of Z' : 4) 2 X' : Z 
where Z is some solid less than X. 


This is proved impossible by the exact method of Part I. 
Hence O cannot be either greater or less than X’, 


and X : X' = (ratio triplicate of ratio d: d’). 


PROPOSITION 13. 


Jf a cylinder be cut by a plane which ts parallel to its 
opposite planes, then, as the cylinder is to the cylinder, so will 
the axis be to the axis. 


For let the cylinder 4D be cut by the plane GA which 
is parallel to the opposite planes 4B, CD, 


and let the plane GH meet the axis at the point K; 


I say that, as the cylinder BG is to the cylinder GD, so is 
the axis ÆK to the axis AF. 


atte 


For let the axis E^ be produced in both directions to the 
points ZL, M, 
and let there be set out any number whatever of axes ENV, NL 
equal to the axis EK, 
and any number whatever FO, OM equal to FX; 


and let the cylinder PW on the axis LM be conceived of 
which the circles PO, VW are the bases. 


Let planes be carried through the points N, O parallel to 
AB, CD and to the bases of the cylinder PW, 
and let them produce the circles RS, TU about the centres 
N, O. 


Then, since the axes LN, NE, EK are equal to one 
another, 





H. E. III. 27 
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therefore the cylinders QR, RB, BG are to one another as 
their bases. [xu. x1] 
But the bases are equal ; 
therefore the cylinders QR, RB, BG are also equal to one 
another. 
Since then the axes LN, NE, EK are equal to one 
another, 
and the cylinders OR, RB, BG are also equal to one another, 
and the multitude of the former is equal to the multitude of 
the latter, 
therefore, whatever multiple the axis KZ is of the axis EK, 
the same multiple also will the cylinder QG be of the 
cylinder GB. 


For the same reason, whatever multiple the axis MK is 
of the axis KF; the same multiple also is the cylinder WG 
of the cylinder GD. 

And, if the axis KZ is equal to the axis KM, the cylinder 
QG will also be equal to the cylinder GW, 
if the axis is greater than the axis, the cylinder will also be 
greater than the cylinder, 
and if less, less. 

Thus, there being four magnitudes, the axes EX, KF 
and the cylinders BG, GD, 
there have been taken equimultiples of the axis EK and of 
the cylinder ZG, namely the axis L and the cylinder QG, 
and equimultiples of the axis AF and of the cylinder GD, 
namely the axis KM and the cylinder GW; 
and it has been proved that, 
if the axis AZ is in excess of the axis KM, the cylinder QG 
is also in excess of the cylinder GW, 
if equal, equal, 
and if less, less. 

Therefore, as the axis EX is to the axis KF, so is the 
cylinder &G to the cylinder GD. [v. Def. 5] 

Q. E. D. 


It is not necessary to reproduce the proof, as it follows exactly the method 
of vi. 1 and X1. 25. 
The fact that cylinders described about axes of equal length and having 
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equal bases are equal is inferred from xir rx to the effect that cylinders of 
equal height are to one another as their bases. 

That, of two cylinders with unequal axes but equal bases, the greater is 
that which has the longer axis is of course obvious either by application or by 
cutting off from the cylinder with the longer axis a cylinder with an axis of the 
same length as that of the other given cylinder. 


PROPOSITION I4. 
Cones and cylinders whith are on equal bases are to one 
another as therr hewghts. 
For let EZ, FD be cylinders on equal bases, the circles 
AB, CD; 
I say that, as the cylinder EP is 


to the cylinder FD, so is the axis ZIN 
et [typ 


GH to the axis KZ. ECA 
/| 


For let the axis KZ be pro- J \ T 
duced to the point JV, J/N 
> LN be made equal to the axis aC H J8 
H, 
and let the cylinder CM be conceived about LA as axis. 
Since then the cylinders £2, CM are of the same height, 
they are to one another as their bases. (xu. rx] 
But the bases are equal to one another ; 
therefore the cylinders EZ, CM are also equal. 
And, since the cylinder FÆ has been cut by the plane 
CD which is parallel to its opposite planes, ` 
therefore, as the cylinder CM is to the cylinder FD, so is the 
axis LV to the axis KZ. (xu. 13] 
But the cylinder CM is equal to the cylinder ZB, 
and the axis LV to the axis GH; 
therefore, as the cylinder E is to the cylinder FD, so is the 
axis GH to the axis KZ. 
But, as the cylinder EP is to the cylinder FD, so is the 
cone APG to the cone CDK. [xir. 10] 
Therefore also, as the axis GÆ is to the axis KZ, so is 
the cone AAG to the cone CDK and the cylinder EP to the 
cylinder FD. Q. E, D. 


No separate proposition corresponding to this is necessary in the case of 
parallelepipeds, for x1. 25 really contains the property corresponding to that in 
this proposition as well as the property corresponding to that in XII. 13. 


27—12 
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PROPOSITION I5. 


In equal cones and cylinders the bases ave reciprocally 
proportional to the heights; and those cones and cylinders in 
which the bases ave reciprocally proportional to the heights are 
egual. 

Let there be equal cones and cylinders of which the circles 
ABCD, EFGH are the bases; 
let AC, ÆG be the diameters of the bases, 
and KL, MN the axes, which are also the heights of the 
cones or cylinders ; 
let the cylinders 40, EP be completed. 

I say that in the cylinders 40, EP the bases are re- 
ciprocally proportional to the heights, 
that is, as the base 4 BCD is to the base EFGZ, so is the 
height MN to the height KZ. 


C LY 





For the height LX is either equal to the height MN or 
not equal. 

First, let it be equal. 

Now the cylinder 40 is also equal to the cylinder EP. 


But cones and cylinders which are of the same height are 
to one another as their bases ; (xm. 1r] 


therefore the base 4 BCD is also equal to the base E FG. 


Hence also, reciprocally, as the base 4 ACD is to the base 
EFGH, so is the height MN to the height KZ. 


Next, let the height LX not be equal to MN, 
but let MN be greater ; 
from the height MN let QN be cut off equal to KZ, 


through the point Q let the cylinder EP be cut by the plane 
TUS parallel to the planes of the circles EFGZ, RP, 
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and let the cylinder ES be conceived erected from the circle 
E FGH as base and with height VQ. 


Now, since the cylinder 40 is equal to the cylinder EP, 


therefore, as the cylinder 40 is to the cylinder ZS, so is the 
cylinder EP to the cylinder ZS. [v. 7] 


But, as the cylinder 4O is to the cylinder Z\S, so is the 
base 4 BCD to the base EFG, 


for the cylinders 40, ES are of the same height ; (xin. rr] 


and, as the cylinder EP is to the cylinder ZS, so is the height 
MN to the height ON, 


for the cylinder EP has been cut by a plane which is parallel 


to its opposite planes. (xu. 13] 
Therefore also, as the base ABCD is to the base ZG, 
so is the height MAN to the height QN. [v. 11] 


But the height Q/V is equal to the height KZ ; 


therefore, as the base A ACD is to the base EAGH, so is the 
height MN to the height KZ. 


Therefore in the cylinders 40, EP the bases are re- 
ciprocally proportional to the heights. 


Next, in the cylinders 4 O, E P let the bases be reciprocally 
proportional to the heights, 


that is, as the base 4 ACD is to the base EFGZ, so let the 
height MN be to the height AZ ; 


I say that the cylinder 4O is equal to the cylinder EP. 
For, with the same construction, 


since, as the base ABCD is to the base EG, so is the 
height MN to the height KZ, 


while the height AZ is equal to the height QV, 
therefore, as the base ABCD is to the base EFG, so is the 
height MN to the height QN. 

But, as the base 4 ACD is to the base EFG, so is the 
cylinder 40 to the cylinder ZS, 


for they are of the same height ; {xu 11] 
and, as the height MN is to QN, so is the cylinder .EP to the 
cylinder ZS; (xu. x3] 


therefore, as the cylinder 4O is to the cylinder ZS, so is the 
cylinder EP to the cylinder ZS. [v. 11] 
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Therefore the cylinder 40 is equal to the cylinder Z7. 
[v. 9] 
And the same is true for the cones also. 
Q. E. D. 


I. If the heights of the two cylinders are equal, and their volumes are 
equal, the bases are equal, since the latter are proportional to the iris ; 
XH. II 
If the heights are ot equal, cut off from the higher cylinder a cylinder of 
the same height as the lower. 
Then, if ZK, QN be the equal heights, 
we have, by xi. rz, 
(base ABCD) : (base E.FG.H) = (cylinder 40) : (cylinder ZS) 
= (cylinder ZP) : (cylinder ZS), 
by hypothesis, 
-MN:QN [xu. x3] 
= MN: KL. 


IL In the converse part of the proposition, Euclid omits the case where 
the cylinders have equal heights. In this case of course the reciprocal ratios 
are both ratios of equality; the bases are therefore equal, and consequently the 
cylinders. 

If the heights are zot equal, we have, with the same construction as before, 

(base ABCD) : (base HFGH)=MN: KL. 
But [xu. 11] 
(base ABCD) : (base E.FG HD) = (cylinder AO) : (cylinder Z5), 
and MN: KL=MN:QN 
= (cylinder BP): (cylinder ES). [xu. 13] 
Therefore 
(cylinder 40) : (cylinder ZS) = (cylinder EP) : (cylinder ZS), 
and consequently (cylinder 40) = (cylinder EP). 


Similarly for the cones, which are equal to one-third of the cylinders 
respectively. 


Legendre deduces these propositions about cones and cylinders from two 
others which he establishes by a method similar 
to that adopted by him for the theorem of xit. 2 
(see note on that proposition). 

The first (for the cylinder) is as follows. 

The volume of a cylinder is egual to the 
product of its base by its height. 

Suppose C4 to be the radius of the base of 
the given cylinder, Z its height. 

For brevity let us denote by (surf. CA) the 
area of the circle of which CA is the radius. 

If (surf. CA) x % is not the measure of the 
given cylinder, it will be the measure of a 
cylinder greater or less than it. 

I. First let it be the measure of a less 


cylinder, that, for example, of which the circle with radius CD is the base, and 
4 is the height. 
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Circumscribe about the circle with radius CD a regular polygon GHZ... 
such that its sides do not anywhere meet the circle with radius C4. [See note 
on XH. 2, p. 393 above, for Legendre's lemma relating to this construction.] 

Imagine a prism erected on the polygon as base and with height 4. 


Then (volume of prism) = (polygon GAZ...) x 4. 


[Legendre has previously proved this proposition, first for a parallelepiped 
(by transforming it into a rectangular one), then for a triangular prism (half of 
a parallelepiped of the same height), and lastly for a prism with a polygonal 
base.] 


But (polygon GHZ...) « (surf. CA). 
Therefore (volume of prism) < (surf. CA) x £ 
< (cylinder on circle of rad. CD), 
by hypothesis. 
But the prism is greater than the latter cylinder, since it includes it : 
which is impossible. 


II. In order not to multiply figures let us, in this second case, suppose 
that CD is the radius of the base of the given cylinder, and that (surf. CD) x £ 
is the measure of a cylinder greater than it, e.g. a cylinder on the circle with 
radius CA as base and of height Z. 

Then, with the same construction, 


(volume of prism) = (polygon GAZ...) x 4. 
And (polygon GAZ...) > (surf. CD). 
Therefore (volume of prism) > (surf. CD) x A 
> (cylinder on surf. CA), by hypothesis. 

But the volume of the prism is also /ess than that cylinder, being included 
by it: 
which is impossible. 

Therefore (volume of cylinder) = (its base) x (its height). 

It follows as a corollary that 

Cylinders of the same height are to one another as their bases [xui. 13], and 
cylinders on the same base are fo one another as their heights [xii 14]. 

Also 

Similar cylinders are as the cubes of their heights, or as the cubes of the 
diameters of their bases [Eucl. x11. 12]. 

For the bases are as the squares on their diameters; and, since the 
cylinders are similar, the diameters of the bases are as their heights. 

Therefore the bases are as the squares on the heights, and the bases 
multiplied by the heights, or the cylinders themselves, are as the cubes of the 
heights. 

E need not reproduce Legendre's proofs of the corresponding propositions 
for the cone. 


PROPOSITION 16. 


Given two circles about the same centre, to inscribe in the 
greater circle an equilateral polygon with an even number of 
sides which does not touch the lesser circle, 
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Let ABCD, EFGH be the two given circles about the 
same centre X; 


thus it is required to inscribe in the 


greater circle ABCD an equilateral A 
polygon with an even number of L 
sides which does not touch the circle | 
EFGH. B l 
For let the straight line BAD j 


be drawn through the centre KA, 


and from the point G let GA be 
drawn at right angles to the straight 
line BD and carried through to C ; 


therefore AC touches the circle ZZ GZ. (111. 16, Por.] 


Then, bisecting the circumference BAD, bisecting the 
half of it, and doing this continually, we shall leave a circum- 
ference less than 4D. (x. 1] 

Let such be left, and let it be LD; 


from Z let ZM be drawn perpendicular to BD and carried 
through to JV, 


and let LD, DN be joined ; 

therefore D is equal to DN. [m. 3, 1. 4] 
Now, since LN is parallel to AC, 

and AC touches the circle ZFGZ, 

therefore LN does not touch the circle ZFGZ; 

therefore LD, DN are far from touching the circle ZFG. 


If then we fit into the circle ABCD straight lines equal 
to the straight line ZD and placed continuously, there will 
be inscribed in the circle ABCD an equilateral polygon with 
an even number of sides which does not touch the lesser 


circle EF GH. Q. E. F. 


_ Tt must be carefully observed that the polygon inscribed in the outer circle 
in this proposition is such that not only do its own sides not touch the inner 
circle, but also the chords, as LN, joining angular points next but one to each 
other do not touch the inner circle either. In other words, the polygon is the 
second in order, not the first, which satisfies the condition of the enunciation. 
This is important, because such a polygon is wanted in the next proposition ; 
hence in that proposition the exac¢ construction here given must be followed. 
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PROPOSITION 17. 


Given two spheres about the same centre, to inscribe in the 
greater sphere a polyhedral solid which does not touch the 
lesser sphere at its surface. 


Let two spheres be conceived about the same centre 4 ; 


thus it is required to inscribe in the greater sphere a poly- 
hedral solid which does not touch the lesser sphere at its 
surface. 





Let the spheres be cut by any plane through the centre ; 
then the sections will be circles, 
inasmuch as the sphere was produced by the diameter 


remaining fixed and the semicircle being carried round it ; 

[xr. Def. 14] 
hence, in whatever position we conceive the semicircle to be, 
the plane carried through it will produce a circle on the 
circumference of the sphere. 

And it is manifest that this circle is the greatest possible, 
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inasmuch as the diameter of the sphere, which is of course 
the diameter both of the semicircle and of the circle, is greater 
than all the straight lines drawn across in the circle or the 
sphere. 

Let then BCDE be the circle in the greater sphere, 
and FG the circle in the lesser sphere ; 
let two diameters in them, BD, CZ, be drawn at right angles 
to one another ; 
then, given the two circles BCDE, FGH about the same 
centre, let there be inscribed in the greater circle BCDE an 
equilateral polygon with an even number of sides which does 
not touch the lesser circle FGA, 
let BK, KL, LM, ME be its sides in the quadrant BE, 
let XA be joined and carried through to JV, 
let AO be set up from the point 4 at right angles to the 
plane of the circle ZCD E, and let it meet the surface of the 
sphere at O, 
and through 4O and each of the straight lines BD, KN let 
planes be carried ; 
they will then make greatest circles on the surface of the 
sphere, for the reason stated. 

Let them make such, 
and in them let BOD, KON be the semicircles on BD, KN. 


Now, since OA is at right angles to the plane of the circle 
BCDE, 
therefore all the planes through OA are also at right angles 
to the plane of the circle BCDE ; [x1. 18] 
hence the semicircles BOD, KON are also at right angles to 
the plane of the circle BCDE. 

And, since the semicircles SED, BOD, KON are equal, 
for they are on the equal diameters BD, KN, 
therefore the quadrants BZ, BO, KO are also equal to one 
another. 


Therefore there are as many straight lines in the quadrants 
BO, KO equal to the straight lines BK, KZ, LM, ME as 
there are sides of the polygon in the quadrant BE. 

Let them be inscribed, and let them be BP, PO, OR, RO 
and KS, ST, TU, UO, 
let SP, TQ, UR be joined, 
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and from P, S let perpendiculars be drawn to the plane of the 
circle BODE ; (x1. 11] 
these will fall on BD, KJV, the common sections of the planes, 


inasmuch as the planes of BOD, KON are also at right angles 
to the plane of the circle ACD E. [cf. x1, Def. 4] 


Let them so fall, and let them be P7, S, 
and let WV be joined. 


Now since, in the equal semicircles BOD, KON, equal 
straight lines BP, AS have been cut off, 
and the perpendiculars PV, SW have been drawn, . 
therefore PV is equal to SW, and BV to KW. [m 27, 1. 26] 
But the whole BA is also equal to the whole XA ; 
therefore the remainder VA is also equal to the remainder WA ; 
therefore, as BV is to VA, sois KW to WA ; 
therefore WV is parallel to XB. [vi 2] 
And, since each of the straight lines PY, SW is at right 
angles to the plane of the circle BCDE, 


therefore PV is parallel to SW. [xi. 6] 
But it was also proved equal to it ; 
therefore WV, SP are also equal and parallel. (1. 33] 


And, since WV is parallel to SP, 
while WV is parallel to KB, 
therefore SP is also parallel to AB. [xı 9] 
And BP, KS join their extremities ; 
therefore the quadrilateral KBPS is in one plane, 
inasmuch as, if two straight lines be parallel, and points be 
taken at random on each of them, the straight line Joining the 
points is in the same plane with the parallels. [xi 7] 
For the same reason 
each of the quadrilaterals SPQ T, ZQRU is also in one plane. 
But the triangle URO is also in one plane. [xı 2] 
If then we conceive straight lines joined from the points 
P, S, Q, T, R, U to A, there will be constructed a certain 
polyhedral solid figure between the circumferences BO, KO, 
consisting of pyramids of which the quadrilaterals KBPS, 
SPOT, TQRU and the triangle URO are the bases and the 
point A the vertex. 
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And, if we make the same construction in the case of each 
of the sides KL, LM, ME as in the case of BX, and further 
in the case of the remaining three quadrants, 


there will be constructed a certain polyhedral figure in- 
scribed in the sphere and contained by pyramids, of which 
the said quadrilaterals and the triangle VRO, and the others 
corresponding to them, are the bases and the point 4 the 
vertex. 


I say that the said polyhedron will not touch the lesser 
sphere at the surfaces on which the circle FGA is. 

Let AX be drawn from the point 4 perpendicular to the 
plane of the quadrilateral KBPS, and let it meet the plane at 
the point X ; [xr. rr] 
let XB, XK be joined. 


Then, since AX is at right angles to the plane of the 
quadrilateral KBPS, 
therefore it is also at right angles to all the straight lines 
which meet it and are in the plane of the quadrilateral. 

[xi. Def. 3] 

Therefore AX is at right angles to each of the straight 
lines BX, XK. 

And, since ABP is equal to AK, 


the square on 74 P is also equal to the square on AK. 

And the squares on AX, XB are equal to the square 
on AB, 
for the angle at X is right ; Tr 47] 
and the squares on 4X, XK are equal to the square on AX. 

[éa.] 

Therefore the squares on 4X, XB are equal to the squares 
on AX, XK. 

Let the square on AX be subtracted from each ; 
therefore the remainder, the square on BX, is equal to the 
remainder, the square on XX; 
therefore BX is equal to XK. 


Similarly we can prove that the straight lines joined 
from X to P, S are equal to each of the straight lines BX, 
XK. 
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Therefore the circle described with centre X and distance 
one of the straight lines X 5, X K will pass through P, S also, 


and KBPS will be a quadrilateral in a circle. 


Now, since XZ is greater than WV, 
while WV is equal to SP, 
therefore AZ is greater than SP. 
But KZ is equal to each of the straight lines KS, BP; 
therefore each of the straight lines AS, BP is greater than SP. 
And, since KBPS is a quadrilateral in a circle, 
and KB, BP, KS are equal, and PS less, 
and X is the radius of the circle, 
therefore the square on KZ is greater than double of the 
square on BX, 


Let KZ be drawn from X perpendicular to BV. 

Then, since BD is less than double of DZ, 
and, as BD is to DZ, so is the rectangle DB, BZ to the 
rectangle DZ, ZB, 
if a square be described upon Z and the parallelogram on 
ZD be completed, 
then the rectangle DB, BZ is also less than double of the 
rectangle DZ, ZB. 

And, if KD be joined, 
the rectangle DB, BZ is equal to the square on AK, 
and the rectangle DZ, ZB equal to the square on KZ; 


[u 31, vi. 8 and Por.] 
therefore the square on K is less than double of the square 
on KZ. 

But the square on AZ is greater than double of the square 
on BX ; 
therefore the square on KZ is greater than the square on BX, 


And, since BA is equal to KA, | 
the square on BA is equal to the square on AK. 
And the squares on BX, XA are equal to the square on BA, 
and the squares on KZ, ZA equal to the square on KA ; 
[1 47] 
therefore the squares on BX, XA are equal to the squares on 
KZ, ZA, 
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and of these the square on AZ is greater than the square 
on BX; 

therefore the remainder, the square on ZA, is less than the 
square on XA. 


Therefore AX is greater than AZ; 
therefore 4X is much greater than 4G. 


And AX is the perpendicular on one base of the poly- 
hedron, 


and AG on the surface of the lesser sphere ; 


hence the polyhedron will not touch the lesser sphere on its 
surface. 


Therefore, given two spheres about the same centre, a 
polyhedral solid has been inscribed in the greater sphere 
which does not touch the lesser sphere at its surface. 

Q. E. F. 


Porism. But if in another sphere also a polyhedral solid 
be inscribed similar to the solid in the sphere BCDE, 


the polyhedral solid in the sphere ACD has to the poly- 
hedral solid in the other sphere the ratio triplicate of that 
which the diameter of the sphere ACD has to the diameter 
of the other sphere. 


For, the solids being divided into their pyramids similar 

in multitude and arrangement, the pyramids will be similar. 
. But similar pyramids are to one another in the triplicate 
ratio of their corresponding sides ; (xu. 8, Por.] 


therefore the pyramid of which the quadrilateral A BPS is 
the base, and the point 4 the vertex, has to the similarly 
arranged pyramid in the other sphere the ratio triplicate of 
that which the corresponding side has to the corresponding 
side, that is, of that which the radius 47 of the sphere about 
A as centre has to the radius of the other sphere. 


Similarly also each pyramid of those in the sphere about 
A as centre has to each similarly arranged pyramid of those 
in the other sphere the ratio triplicate of that which 4B has 
to the radius of the other sphere. 
And, as one of the antecedents is to one of the conse- 
quents, so are all the antecedents to all the consequents ; 
[v. 12] 
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hence the whole polyhedral solid in the sphere about 4 as 
centre has to the whole polyhedral solid in the other sphere 
the ratio triplicate of that which AZ has to the radius of the 
other sphere, that is, of that which the diameter BD has to 
the diameter of the other sphere. 

Q. E. D. 


This proposition is of great length and therefore requires summarising in 
order to make it easier to grasp. Moreover there are some assumptions in it 
which require to be proved, and some omissions to be supplied. The figure 
also is one of some complexity, and, in addition, the text and the figure treat 
two points Z and V, which are really one and the same, as different. 

The first thing needed is to know that all sections of a sphere by planes 
through the centre are circles and equal to one another (great circles or 
* greatest circles” as Euclid calls them, more appropriately). Euclid uses his 
definition of a sphere as the figure described by a semicircle revolving about 
its diameter. This of course establishes that all planes through the particular 
diameter make equal circular sections ; but it is also assumed that the same 
sphere is generated by any other semicircle of the same size and with its 
centre at the same point. 





The construction and argument of the proposition may be shortly given: 
as follows. 

A plane through the centre of two concentric spheres cuts them in great 
circles of which BZ, GF are quadrants. 

A regular polygon with an even number of sides is inscribed (exactly as in 
Prop. 16) to the outer circle such that its sides do not touch the inner circle. 
BK, KL, LM, ME are the sides in the quadrant BZ. : 
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AO is drawn at right angles to the plane ABE, and through AO are 
drawn planes passing through Z, K, Z, M, E, etc., cutting the sphere in great 
circles. 

OB, OX are quadrants of two of these great circles. 

As these quadrants are equal to the quadrant BÆ, they will be divisible 
into arcs equal in number and magnitude to the arcs BK, KZ, LM, ME. 

Dividing the other quadrants of these circles, and also all the quadrants of 
the other circles through OA, in this way we shall have in all the circles a 
polygon equal to that in the circle of which BZ is a quadrant. 

BP, PQ, QR, RO and KS, ST, TU, UO are the sides of these polygons 
in the quadrants BO, KO. 

Joining PS, QT, RU, and making the same construction all round the 
circles through 40, we have a certain polyhedron inscribed in the outer 
sphere. 

P .Draw PV perpendicular to 4B and therefore (since the planes O4B, 
BAE are at right angles) perpendicular to the plane BAZ; [x1 Def. 4] 
draw SW perpendicular to 4X and therefore (for a like reason) perpendicular 
to the plane BAL. 

Draw KZ perpendicular to BA. (Since BK = BP, and DB. BV = BP? 
DB. BZ= BR’, it follows that BY = BZ, and Z, V coincide.) 

Now, since Ls PAV, SAW, being angles subtended at the centre by 
equal arcs of equal circles, are equal, 
and since Ls PVA, SWA are right, 


while 4S= AP, 


As PAV, SA W are equal in all respects, [1. 26] 
and AV=AW. 
Consequently AB: AV=AK: AW; 


and VIV, BK are parallel. 

But PP, SW are parallel (being both perpendicular to one plane) and 
equal (by the equal As PAV, SAW), 
therefore VW, PS are equal and parallel. 

Therefore BX (being parallel to VW) is parallel to PS. 

Consequently (1) BPSK is a quadrilateral in oze plane. 

Similarly the other quadrilaterals POTS, QRUT are in one plane; and 
the triangle ORU is in one plane. i 

In order now to prove that the plane BPSK does not anywhere touch the 
tinner sphere we have to prove that the shortest distance from A to the plane 
ts greater than AZ, which by the construction in X11. 16 ts greater than AG. 

Draw AX perpendicular to the plane BPSK. 

Then AX*+ XB = AX? + XK? =AX?4+ XS*= AX? + XP? = AB, 
whence XB = XK = XS= XP, 
or (2) the quadrilateral BPSK is inscribable in a circle with X as centre and 
radius XB. : 

Now BK-VW 

> PS; 

therefore in the quadrilateral BPSK three sides BX, BP, KS are equal, but 
PS is less. 

Consequently the angles about X are three equal angles and one smaller 
angle; 
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therefore any one of the equal angles is greater than a right angle, i.e. L BXK 
is obtuse. 


Therefore (3) BR*> 2BX*. [u. 12] 
Next, consider the semicircle BKD with AZ drawn perpendicular to BD. 
We have BD <2DZ, 

so that DB. BZ«2DZ.ZB, 

or BK?^-z2:KZ25 

therefore, a fortiori, [by (3) above] 
(4) BX? < KZ. 
Now AK?= 45; 

therefore AZ? + ZR? = AX? + XB. 
And BX? < KZ 

therefore AX? > AZ, 

or (5) AX» AZ. 


But, by the construction in xu. 16, 4Z» AG; therefore, a fortiori, 
AX > AG. 

And, since the perpendicular 4X is the shortest distance from 4 to the 
plane BPSK, 


(6) the plane BPSK does not anywhere meet the inner sphere. 


Euclid omits to prove that, a fortiori, the other quadrilaterals PQZ':S, 
QA UT, and the triangle XOU, do not anywhere meet the inner sphere. 

For this purpose it is only necessary to show that the radii of the circles 
circumscribing BPSK, POTS, QR UT and ROU are in descending order of 
magnitude. 

Dp’ Cc 





We have therefore to prove that, if ABCD, A’ B' C Z' are two quadrilaterals 

inscribable in circles, and 
AD=BC=AD=BC, 

while AZ is not greater than 4D, 4’B’= CD, and dB> CD» C'D, 
then the radius OA of the circle circumscribing the first quadrilateral is greater 
than the radius O' A4' of the circle circumscribing the second. 

Clavius, and Simson after him, prove this by veductio ad absurdum. 

G) I£OA-ZO'A', 
it follows that 2s AOD, BOC, A'O'D, .B'O'C' are all equal. 

Also LAOB»LA'Q'B', 

LCOD-L.COD, 

whence the four angles about O are together greater than the four angles 
about O’, i.e. greater than four right angles ; 
which is impossible. 


H. E. HL 28 
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(2 If O'A > OA, 
cut off from O'A’, O'B’, O'C', O'D' lengths equal to OA, and draw the inner 
quadrilateral as shown in the figure (X YZIV). 
Then AB> AB > XY, 
CD>C'D'> ZW, 
AD=A'D' > WX, 
BC=BC'> YZ. 
Consequently the same absurdity as in (1) follows a fortiori. 
Therefore, since OA is neither equal to nor less than O'A’, 
OA > O'A. 
The fact is also sufficiently clear if we draw MO, WO bisecting DA, DC 
perpendicularly and therefore meeting in O, the centre of the circumscribed 


circle, and then suppose the side DA with the perpendicular AZO to turn 
inwards about D as centre. Then the intersection of MO and WO, as P, will 


gradually move towards JV. 

Simson gives his proof as “Lemma 11.” immediately before XIL 17. 
He adds to the Porism some words explaining how we may construct a 
similar polyhedron in another sphere and how we may prove that the 


polyhedra are similar. 

The Porism is of course of the essence of the matter because it is the 
porism which as much as the construction is wanted in the next proposition. 
It would therefore not have been amiss to include the Porism in the enuncia- 
tion of x11. 17 so as to call attention to it. 


PROPOSITION 18. 


Spheres are to one another in the triplicate ratio of their 
respective diameters. 


Let the spheres ABC, DEF be conceived, 
and let BC, £F be their diameters ; 
I say that the sphere 4 BC has to the sphere DEF the ratio 
triplicate of that which BC has to EF. 

For, if the sphere AAC has not to the sphere DEF the 
ratio triplicate of that which BC has to ZF, 
then the sphere 4C will have either to some less sphere 
than the sphere DEF, or to a greater, the ratio triplicate of 
that which ZC has to EF. 

First, let it have that ratio to a less sphere GK, 
let DEF be conceived about the same centre with GZK, 
let there be inscribed in the greater sphere DEF a poly- 
hedral solid,which does not touch the lesser sphere GĦ K at 
its surface, (xu. 17] 
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and let there also be inscribed in the sphere ABC a poly- 
hedral solid similar to the polyhedral solid in the sphere DEZ; 


therefore the polyhedral solid in ABC has to the polyhedral 
solid in DEF the ratio triplicate of that which BC has to EF. 


[xi 17, Por.] 


A D 


But the sphere ABC also has to the sphere GK the 
ratio triplicate of that which BC has to EF; 


therefore, as the sphere ABC is to the sphere GH/K, so is 
the polyhedral solid in the sphere ABC to the polyhedral 
solid in the sphere DEF; 


and, alternately, as the sphere ALC is to the polyhedron in 
it, so is the sphere G/7K to the polyhedral solid in the 
sphere DEF. [v. 16] 


But the sphere AAC is greater than the polyhedron in it ; 


therefore the sphere. G/7K is also greater than the polyhedron 
in the sphere DEF. 


But it is also less, 
for it is enclosed by it. 


Therefore the sphere 74 AC has not to a less sphere than 
the sphere DEF the ratio triplicate of that which the diameter 
BC has to EF. 


28—2 . 
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Similarly we can prove that neither has the sphere DEZ 
to a less sphere than the sphere ABC the ratio triplicate of 
that which E has to BC. l 


I say next that neither has the sphere 4 BC to any greater 
sphere than the sphere DEF the ratio triplicate of that which 
AC has to EF. 

For, if possible, let it have that ratio to a greater, LMN ; 


therefore, inversely, the sphere LMN has to the sphere 42 C 
the ratio triplicate of that which the diameter Z7 has to the 
diameter BC. 


But, inasmuch as LMN is greater than DEF, 


therefore, as the sphere LMN is to the sphere ABC, so is the 
sphere DEF to some less sphere than the sphere 4BC, as 
was before proved. [xu. 2, Lemma] 


Therefore the sphere DEF also has to some less sphere 
than the sphere AAC the ratio triplicate of that which EF 
has to BC: 


which was proved impossible. 


Therefore the sphere 447 C has not to any sphere greater 
than the sphere DEF the ratio triplicate of that which BC 
has to EF. i 

But it was proved that neither has it that ratio to a less 
sphere. 

Therefore the sphere ABC has to the sphere DEF the 
ratio triplicate of that which BC has to EF. 

Q. E. D. 


It is the method of this proposition which Legendre adopted for his proof 
of x11. 2 (see note on that proposition). 

The argument can be put very shortly. We will suppose S, S’ to be the 
volumes of the spheres, and d, d’ to be their diameters; and we will for brevity 
express the triplicate ratio of d to Z' by 4? : d”. 

If dg*eSsis, 
then did?-8:17 
where Z'is the volume of some sphere either greater or less than S”. 


I. Suppose, if possible, that 7'« S". 


Let Z'be supposed concentric with S’. 
As in XII. 17, inscribe a polyhedron in S’ such that its faces do not any- 
where touch T; 


and inscribe in S a polyhedron similar to that in S’. 


xir. 18] PROPOSITION 18 437 


Then S:T=d*:a% 
= (polyhedron in S) : (polyhedron in S’); 
or, alternately, 
S : (polyhedron in S) = 7: (polyhedron in .S’). 

And S> (polyhedron in S); 
therefore T > (polyhedron in S’). 

But, by construction, T< (polyhedron in S°): 
which is impossible. 


Therefore Tq S. 

II. Suppose, if possible, that 7 S’. 

Now @:ad?=S:T 

=X: S', 

where X is the volume of some sphere less than S, [xu. 2, Lemma] 
or, inversely, d? :d*-S': X, 
where X < S. 

This is proved impossible exactly as in Part I. 

Therefore TS. 


Hence 7; not being greater or less than S’, is equal to it, and 
d?id*-S:S. 


BOOK XIII. 


HISTORICAL NOTE. 


I have already given, in the note to iv. ro, the evidence upon which the 
construction of the five regular solids is attributed to the Pythagoreans. Some 
of them, the cube, the tetrahedron (which is nothing but a pyramid), and the 
octahedron (which is only a double pyramid with a square base), cannot but 
have been known to the Egyptians. And it appears that dodecahedra have 
been found, of bronze or other material, which may belong to periods earlier 
than Pythagoras’ time by some centuries (for references see Cantor's Geschichte 
der Mathematik ïs, pp. 175—6). 

It is true that the author of the scholium No. x to Eucl. xi. says that the 
Book is about “the five so-called Platonic figures, which however do not 
belong to Plato, three of the aforesaid five figures being due to the Pythagoreans, 
namely the cube, the pyramid and the dodecahedron, while the octahedron 
and the icosahedron are due to Theaetetus.” This statement (taken probably 
from Geminus) may perhaps rest on the fact that Theaetetus was the first to 
write at any length about the two last-mentioned solids. We are told indeed 
by Suidas (s. v. @eairyros) that Theaetetus “first wrote on the ‘five solids’ as 
they are called.” This no doubt means that Theaetetus was the first to write 
a complete and systematic treatise on all the regular solids; it does not 
exclude the possibility that Hippasus or others had already written on the 
dodecahedron. The fact that Theaetetus wrote upon the regular solids agrees 
very well with the evidence which we possess of his contributions to the 
theory of irrationals, the connexion between which and the investigation of 
the regular solids is seen in Euclid's Book xn. 

Theaetetus flourished about 380 B.c., and his work on the regular solids 
was soon followed by another, that of Aristaeus, an elder contemporary of 
Euclid, who also wrote an important book on .SoZiZ Loci, i.e. on conics treated 
as loci. This Aristaeus (known as “the elder”) wrote in the period about 
320 B.C. We hear of his Comparison of the five regular solids from Hypsicles 
(2nd cent. B.c.), the writer of the short book commonly included in the editions 
of the Elements as Book xiv. Hypsicles gives in this Book some six proposi- 
tions supplementing Eucl xur; and he introduces the second of the 
propositions (Heiberg’s Euclid, Vol. v. p. 6) as follows: 

“ The same circle civcumscribes both the pentagon of the dodecahedron and the 
triangle of the icosahedron when both are inscribed in the same sphere. This is 
proved by Aristaeus in the book entitled Comparison of the five figures.” 
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Hypsicles proceeds (pp. 7 sqq.) to give a proof of this theorem. Allman 
pointed out (Greek Geometry from Thales to Euclid, 1889, pp. 201—2) that this 
proof depends on eight theorems, six of which appear in Euclid’s Book xu. 
(in Propositions 8, ro, 12, 15, 16 with Por., 17); two other propositions not 
mentioned by Allman are also used, namely xut. 4 and 9. This seems, as 
Allman says, to confirm the inference of Bretschneider (p. 171) that, as 
Aristaeus’ work was the newest and latest in which, before Euclid’s time, this 
subject was treated, we have in Eucl. xuni. at least a partial recapitulation of 
the contents of the treatise of Aristaeus. 

After Euclid, Apollonius wrote on the comparison of the dodecahedron 
and the icosahedron inscribed in one and the same sphere. This we also 
learn from Hypsicles, who says in the next words following those about 
Aristaeus above quoted: “But it is proved by Apollonius in the second 
edition of his Comparison of the dodecahedron with the icosahedron that, as the 
surface of the dodecahedron is to the surface of the icosahedron [inscribed 
in the same sphere] so is the dodecahedron itself [i.e. its volume] to the 
icosahedron, because the perpendicular is the same from the centre of the 
sphere to the pentagon of the dodecahedron and to the triangle of the 
icosahedron.” 
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PROPOSITION I. 


If a straight line be cut in extreme and mean ratio, the 
square on the greater segment added to the half of the whole 


zs five times the square on the half. 


For let the straight line AZ be cut in extreme and mean 


ratio at the point C, 
and let AC be the greater segment; 
let the straight line 4D be pro- 
duced in a straight line with C4, 
and let AD be made half of AB; 
I say that the square on CD is 
five times the square on AD. 
For let the squares AE, DF 
be described on AB, DC, 
and let the figure in DF be drawn ; 
let FC be carried through to G. 
Now, since AZ has been cut in 
extreme and mean ratio at C, 
therefore the rectangle 44, BC is 


equal to the square on AC. 
[vt. Def. 3, vi. 17] 














And CZ is the rectangle 42, BC, and FH the square 


on AC; 
therefore CE is equal to 7. 
And, since BA is double of 4D, 


while BA is equal to KA, and AD to AH, 


therefore KA is also double of AV. 


But, as KA is to AH, sois CK to CH; 


therefore CK is double of CZ. 


But LZ, HC are also double of CH. 
Therefore KC is equal to LZ, HC. 


[vr 1] 
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But CE was also proved equal to HF; 
therefore the whole square AZ is equal to the gnomon MNO. 
And, since BA is double of AD, 
the square on BA is quadruple of the square on 4D, 
that is, 4£ is quadruple of DH. 
But AZ is equal to the gnomon MNO ; 
therefore the gnomon MNO is also quadruple of AP ; 
therefore the whole DF is five times 4P. 
And DF is the square on DC, and AP the square on DA; 
therefore the square on CD is five times the square on DA. 


"Therefore etc. 
Q. E. D. 


The first five propositions are in the nature of lemmas, which are required 
for later propositions but are not in themselves of much importance. 

It will be observed that, while the method of the propositions is that of 
Book 11., being strictly geometrical and not algebraical, none of the results of 
that Book are made use of (except indeed in the Lemma to x11. 2, which is 
probably not genuine). It would therefore appear as though these propositions 
were taken from an earlier treatise without being revised or rewritten in the 
light of Book r. It will be remembered that, according to Proclus (p. 67, 6), 
Eudoxus “ greatly added to the number of the theorems which originated with 
Plato regarding ¢he section” (i.e. presumably the “golden section”); and it is 
therefore probable that the five theorems are due to Eudoxus. 

That, if AB is divided at C in extreme and mean ratio, the rectangle 
AB, BC is equal to the square on AC is inferred from vi. 17. 

AD is made equal to half 4B, and we have to prove that 

(sq. on CD) = 5 (sq. on 42). 

The figure shows at once that 

OCH=O HL, S 
sothat O CH+ O AL=2(0 CH) 
=O AG. 
Also sq. HF = (sq. on 4C} 
=rect. dB, BC A 
= CE. 
By addition, 
(gnomon MNO) =sq. on AB R 
= 4(sq. on AD); 
whence, adding the sq. on 4D to each, we have 
(sq. on CD) = 5 (sq. on 42). 

The result here, and in the next propositions, K G E 
is really seen more readily by means of the figure 
of 1I. 11. 

In this figure SR = AC+4AB, by construction; 
and we have therefore to prove that 

(sq. on SR) = 5 (sq. on AR). 
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This is obvious, for 
(sq. on SR) = (sq. on RB) 
=sum of sqs. on AB, AR 
= 5 (sq. on AR). 


The Mss. contain a curious addition to x11. 1—5 in the shape of analyses 
and syntheses for each proposition prefaced by the heading : 

* What is analysis and what is synthesis. 

* Analysis is the assumption of that which is sought as if it were admitted 
<and the arrival> by means of its consequences at something admitted to 
be true. . 

“Synthesis is an assumption of that which is admitted «and the arrival > 
by means of its consequences at something admitted to be true." 

There must apparently be some corruption in the text; it does not, in the 
case of synthesis, give what is wanted. B and V have, instead of “something 
admitted to be true,” the words “the end or attainment of what is sought.” 

The whole of this addition is evidently interpolated. To begin with, the 
analyses and syntheses of the five propositions are placed all together in four 
MSS. ; in P, q they come after an alternative proof of xin. 5 (which alternative 
proof P gives after xir. 6, while q gives it instead of xir. 6), in B (which has 
not the alternative proof of xir. 5) after xii. 6, and in b (in which xrm. 6 is 
wanting, and the alternative proof of xii. 5 is in the margin, in the first hand) 
after xn. 5, while V has the analyses of 1—3 in the text after xir. 6 and 
those of 4—5 in the same place in the margin, by the second hand. Further, 
the addition is altogether alien from the plan and manner of the Zvements. 
The interpolation took place before Theon's time, and the probability is that 
it was originally in the margin, whence it crept into the text of P after xm. 5. 
Heiberg (after Bretschneider) suggested in his edition (Vol. v. p. Ixxxiv.) that 
it might be a relic of analytical investigations by Theaetetus or Eudoxus, and 
he cited the remark of Pappus (v. p. 410) at the beginning of his 
* comparisons of the five [regular solid] figures which have an equal surface," 
to the effect that he will not use “the so-called analytical investigation by 
means of which some of the ancients effected their demonstrations." More 
recently (Paralipomena zu Euklid in Hermes xxxvi, 1903) Heiberg con- 
jectures that the author is Heron, on the ground that the sort of analysis and 
synthesis recalls Heron’s remarks on analysis and synthesis in his commentary 
on the beginning of Book 11. (quoted by an-Nairizi, ed. Curtze, p. 89) and his 
quasi-algebraical alternative proofs of propositions in that Book. 

To show the character of the interpolated matter I need only give the 
analysis and synthesis of one proposition. In the case of xm. 1 it is in 
substance as follows. The figure is a mere 
straight line. D A c B 

Let AB be divided in extreme and mean 1—————— — ———— —3À 
ratio at C, 4C being the greater segment ; 


and let AD-iAB. 
I say that (sq. on CD) = 5 (sq. on AD). 
(Analysis.) 
* For, since (sq. on CD) = 5 (sq. on 42),? 


and (sq. on CD) — (sq. on CA) + (sq. on AD) + 2 (rect. CA, AD), 
therefore (sq. on CA) +2 (rect. CA, AD) = 4 (sq. on AD). 

But rect. BA. 4C — 2 (rect. CA. AD), 
and (sq. on C4) = (rect. 4B, BC). 
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Therefore 
(rect. BA, AC) + (rect. AB, BC) = 4 (sq. on AD), 

or (sq. on AB) = 4 (sq. on 42D): 
and this is true, since AD=4tAB. 

(Synthesis.) 

Since (sq. on 4B) = 4(sq. on AD), 
and (sq. on AB) = (rect. BA, AC) + (rect. AB, BC), 
therefore 4 (sq. on 4D) = z (rect. DA, AC) * sq. on AC. 

Adding to each the square on 4D, we have 

(sq. on CD) = 5 (sq. on AD). 


PROPOSITION 2. 

Jf the square on a straight line be five times the square on 
a segment of tt, then, when the double of the said segment ts cut 
in extreme and mean ratio, the greater segment ts the remaining 
part of the original straight line. 

For let the square on the straight line 42 be five times 
the square on the segment AC 
of it, | 
and let CD be double of AC; 
Isaythat, when CD is cut in extreme 
and mean ratio, the greater segment 
is CB. 

Let the squares AF, CG be de- 
scribed on AZ, CD respectively, 
let the figure in AF be drawn, 
and let BZ be drawn through. 

Now, since the square on BA is 
five times the square on AC, 

AF is five times AZ. 

Therefore the gnomon MNO is 
quadruple of 4 H. 

And, since DC is double of CA, 
therefore the square on DC is quadruple of the square on CA, 
that is, CG is quadruple of 47. 

But the gnomon MNO was also proved quadruple of 47; 
therefore the gnomon MNO is equal to CG. 

And, since DC is double of C4, 
while DC is equal to CK, and AC to CH, 
therefore KB is also double of BH. [vi. 1] 
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' But LZ, HB are also double of HA; 
therefore KB is equal to LH, HD. 
But the whole gnomon MNO was also proved equal to 
the whole CG; 
therefore the remainder 777 is equal to BG. 
And ZG is the rectangle CD, DB, 
for CD is equal to DG; 
and A/F is the square on CB; 
therefore the rectangle CD, DB is equal to the square on 0 
Therefore, as DC is to CJ, so is CP to BD. 
But DC is greater than CB; 
therefore CZ is algo greater than BD. 
Therefore, when the straight line CD is cut in extreme and 
mean ratio, CB is the greater segment. 
Therefore etc. 


LEMMA. 


That the double of AC is greater than BC is to be proved 
thus. 

If not, let BC be, if possible, double of CA. 

Therefore the square on BC is quadruple of the square 
on CA; 


therefore the squares on BC, CA are five times the square 
on CA. 

But, by hypothesis, the square on BA is also five times 
the square on CA ; 
therefore the square on BA is equal to the squares on BC, CA: 
which is impossible. (1. 4] 

Therefore CZ is not double of AC. 

Similarly we can prove that neither is a straight line less 
than CA double of CA; 
for the absurdity is much greater. 

Therefore the double of AC is greater than CB. 

Q. E. D. 

This proposition is the converse of Prop. 1. We have to prove that, if 

AB be so divided at C that 


(sq. on AB) =5 (sq. on AC), 
and if CD = 2AC, 


then (rect. CD, DB) = (sq. on C2). 
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Subtract from each side the sq. on AC; 
then (gnomon AZO) = 4 (sq. on AC) 
= (sq. on CD). 
Now, as in the last proposition, 
O CE =2 (0 BH) 
=O BH + [7 HL. 
Subtracting these equals from the equals, the square on CD and the 
gnomon MNO respectively, we have 
O BG = (square HF), 
i.e. (rect. CD, DB) = (sq. on C). 
Here again the proposition can readily be proved by means of a figure 
similar to that of 11. 11. 


Draw CA through C at right angles to CB and of length equal to CA in 
the original figure; make CD double of C4; 


produce AC to R so that CR = CB. 

Complete the squares on CB and CD, and 
join AD. 

Now we are given the fact that 

(sq. on AR) = 5 (sq. on CA). 
But [e 
5 (sq. on 4C) =(sq. on AC) + (sq. on CD) 
— (sq. on A42). 
Therefore 
(sq. on AR) = (sq. on AD), 

or AR=AD. 

Now . 

(rect. KR, RC)+ (sq. on AC)=(sq. on AR) K E G 

= (sq. on AD) 
= (sq. on AC) + (sq. on CD). 

Therefore (rect. KR. RC) = (sq. on CD). 

That is, (rectangle RZ) = (square CG). 

Subtract the common part CZ, 
and (rect. BG) = (sq. RB), 
or rect. CD, DB = (sq. on CP). 


Heiberg, with reason, doubts the genuineness of the Lemma following this 
proposition. 


A 





PROPOSITION 3. 


Jf a straight line be cut in extreme and mean ratio, the 
square on the lesser segment added to the half of the greater 
segment is five times the square on the half of the greater 
segment. 
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For let any straight line 42 be cut in extreme and mean 
ratio at the point C, 


let AC be the greater segment, 
and let AC be bisected at J ; 


I say that the square on BD is 
five times the square on DC. 


For let the square AZ be 
described on AB, 


and let the figure be drawn 
double. 


Since AC is double of DC, 


therefore the square on AC is 
quadruple of the square on DC, 


that is, AS is quadruple of FG. 


And, since the rectangle AB, BC is equal to the square 
on AC, 


and CZ is the rectangle 4B, BC, 
therefore CZ is equal to AS. 
But AS is quadruple of FG ; 
therefore CZ is also quadruple of FG. 
Again, since 4D is equal to DC, 
HK is also equal to KF. 
Hence the square G is also equal to the square AL. 
Therefore GX is equal to AZ, that is, MN to NE; 
hence MEF is also equal to FE. 
But MF is equal to CG; 
therefore CG is also equal to FZ. 
Let CV be added to each; 
therefore the gnomon OPQ is equal to CZ. 
But CE was proved quadruple of GF; 
therefore the gnomon OPQ is also quadruple of the square FG. 


Therefore the gnomon OPQ and the square FG are 
five times FG. 

But the gnomon OPQ and the square FG are the 
square DN. 

And DN is the square on DB, and GF the square on DC. 

Therefore the square on DB is five times the square 
on DC. Q. E. D. 
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In this case we have 
(sq. on BD) = (sq. LG) + (rect. CG) + (rect. CV) 

= (sq. FG) + (rect. FE) + (rect. CV) 
= (sq. FG) + (rect. CE) 
= (sq. FG) + (rect. 45, BC) 
= (sq. FG) + (sq. on AC), by hypothesis, 
=5 (sq. on DC). 

The theorem is still more obvious if the figure 


of 1. ix be used. Let CF be divided in extreme 
and mean ratio at Æ, by the method of 1. 11. 


Then, since 
(rect. AB, BC) + (sq. on CD) c E F 
=sq. on BD 
=sqs. on CD, CF, 
(rect. 4B, BC) =(sq. on CF) 


= (sq. on CA), K 
and AB is divided at C in extreme and mean ratio. 
And (sq. on BD) =(sq. on DF) 
— 8 (sq. on CD). À à 


PROPOSITION 4. 


Jf a straight line be cut in extreme and mean ratio, the 
square on the whole and the square on the lesser segment together 
are triple of the square on the greater segment. 

Let AZ be a straight line, 
let it be cutin extreme and mean ratio at C, 
and let AC be the greater segment ; 

I say that the squares on ALB, BC are 
triple of the square on CA. 

For let the square ADES be de- 
scribed on AB, 
and let the figure be drawn. 

Since then AZ has been cut in extreme 
and mean ratio at C, 
and AC is the greater segment, 
therefore the rectangle 42, BC is equal to the square on AC. 

[vr. Def. 3, vi. 17] 


And AX is the rectangle 48, BC, and HG the square 
on AC; 


therefore 4X is equal to HG. 
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And, since AF is equal to FE, 
let CK be added to each ; 
therefore the whole 4X is equal to the whole CZ ; 
therefore AK, CE are double of AK. 

But AK, C£ are the gnomon LMN and the square CK; 
therefore the gnomon LMN and the square CK are double 
of AK. 

But, further, 4 was also proved equal to ÆG ; 
therefore the gnomon LMN and the squares CK, WG are 
triple of the square HG. 

And the gnomon LMN and the squares CK, HG are 
the whole square AZ and CK, which are the squares on 
AB, BC, 
while HG is the square on AC. 

Therefore the squares on AZ, BC are triple of the square 
on AC. 

Q. E. D. 


Here, as in the preceding propositions, the results are proved de zovo by 
the method of Book 11., without reference to that Book. Otherwise the proof 
might have been shorter. 

For, by r1. 7, 

(sq. on AB) + (sq. on BC) = 2 (rect. AB, BC) - (sq. on AC) 
— 3 (sq. on AC). 


PROPOSITION 5. 


Lf a straight line be cut in extreme and mean ratio, and 
there be added to tt a straight line equal to the greater segment, 
the whole strazght line has been cut in extreme and mean ratio, 
and the original straight line ts the greater segment. 


For let the straight line 4B be cut in extreme and mean 
ratio at the point C, 
let AC be the greater segment, 
and let AD be equal to AC. 


I say that the straight line 
DB has been cut in extreme and K 
mean ratio at A, and the original 
straight line AZ is the greater 
segment. 


For let the square AZ be described on AB, 
and let the figure be drawn. 


A C B 
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Since AZ has been cut in extreme and mean ratio at C, 


therefore the rectangle 4B, BC is equal to the square on AC. 
[vi. Def. 3, vr. 17] 


And CZ is the rectangle A47, BC, and CZ the square 
on AC; 


therefore CE is equal to HC. 

But AZZ is equal to CZ, 
and DH is equal to HC; 
therefore DA is also equal to HE. 


Therefore the whole DX is equal to the whole AZ. 
And DK is the rectangle BD, DA, 


for AD is equal to DL; 
and 44 is the square on AS; 
therefore the rectangle BD, DA is equal to the square 
on AB. 
Therefore, as DB is to BA, so is BA to AD. [vi. 17] 
And DŻ is greater than BA ; 


therefore BA is also greater than 4D. [v. 14] 


Therefore DB has been cut in extreme and mean ratio at 
A, and AB is the greater segment. 


Q. E. D. 
We have (sq. DA) = (sq. HC) 
= (rect. CE), by hypothesis, 
= (rect. HE). 


Add to each side the rectangle 4X, and 
(rect. DA) = (sq. AL), 
or (rect. BD, DA) = (sq. on AB). 
The result is of course obvious from 1. rr. 
There is an alternative proof given in P after xir. 6, which depends on 
Book v. 


By hypothesis, BA:AC=AC: CB, 
or, inversely, AC: AB - CB : AC. 
Componendo, (4B - AC): AB- AB : AC, 
or DB:BA=BA:AD. 


PROPOSITION 6, 


Lf a rational straight line be cut in extreme and mean ratio, 
each of the segments ts the irrational straight line called 
apotome. 


H. E. III. 29 
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Let AB be a rational straight line, 
let it be cut in extreme and mean 
ratio at C, D A c B 
-and let AC be the greater segment ; 
I say that each of the straight lines 4C, CP is the irrational 
straight line called apotome. 


For let BA be produced, and let 4D be made half of BA. 
Since then the straight line 42 has been cut in extreme 
and mean ratio, 


and to the greater segment AC is added AD which is half 
of AB, 


therefore the square on C2 is five times the square on DA. 
[xu 1] 


Therefore the square on CD has to the square on DA the 
ratio which a number has to a number ; 


therefore the square on CD is commensurable with the square 
on DA, [x. 6] 


But the square on DA is rational, 
for DA is rational, being half of 44 which is rational ; 
therefore the square on C is also rational ; [x. Def. 4] 
therefore C2 is also rational. 





And, since the square on CD has not to the square on 
DA the ratio which a square number has to a square number, 


therefore CD is incommensurable in length with DA; [x. 9] 


therefore CD, DA are rational straight lines commensurable 
in square only ; 


therefore AC is an apotome. [x. 73] 


Again, since 44 has been cut in extreme and mean ratio, 
and AC is the greater segment, 
therefore the rectangle 48, BC is equal to the square on AC. 
[vi. Def. 3, vr. 17] 
Therefore the square on the apotome AC, if applied to 
the rational straight line 48, produces BC as breadth. 
But the square on an apotome, if applied to a rational 
straight line, produces as breadth a first apotome ; [x. 97] 
therefore CZ is a first apotome. 
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And CA was also proved to be an apotome. 
Therefore etc. 





Q. E. D. 


It seems certain that this proposition is an interpolation. P has it, but the 
copyist (or rather the copyist of its archetype) says that “this theorem is not 
found in most copies of the new recension, but is found in those of the old." 
In the first place, there is a scholium to xu. 17 in P itself which proves the 
same thing as X111. 6, and which would therefore have been useless if xu. 6 
had preceded. Hence, when the scholium was written, this proposition had 
not yet been interpolated. Secondly, P has it before the alternative proof of 
XII. 5; this proof is considered, on general grounds, to be interpolated, and 
it would appear that it must have been a Zazer interpolation (xiri. 6) which, 
divorced it from the proposition to which it belonged. Thirdly, there is cause 
for suspicion in the proposition itself, for, while the enunciation states that 
each segment of the straight line is an afofome, the proposition adds that the 
lesser segment is a frst apotome. The scholium in P referred to has not this 
blot. What is actually wanted in xit. 17 is the fact that the greater segment 
is an apotome. It is probable that Euclid assumed this fact as evident enough 
from xin. r without further proof, and that he neither wrote xii. 6 nor the 
quotation of its enunciation in XIII. 17. 


PROPOSITION 7. 


Jf three angles of an equilateral pentagon, taken either in 
order or not tn order, be egual, the pentagon will be equiangular. 


For in the equilateral pentagon ABCDE let, first, three 
angles taken in order, those at A, P, C, 


be equal to one another ; A 
I say that the pentagon ABCDE is 
equiangular. 
B E E 


For let 4C, BE, FD be joined. 

Now, since the two sides CB, BA 
are equal to the two sides BA, AE 
respectively, 


and the angle CBA is equal to the c D 
angle BAL, 


therefore the base AC is equal to the base BZ, 
the triangle 44 PC is equal to the triangle ABE, 


and the remaining angles will be equal to the remaining angles, 
namely those which the equal sides subtend, [r 4] 


that is, the angle BCA to the angle BEA, and the angle 
ABE to the angle CAB; 


hence the side AF is also equal to the side BF. [1. 6] 


29—2 
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But the whole 4C was also proved equal to the whole BZ; 
therefore the remainder FC is also equal to the remainder FE. 
But CD is also equal to DÆ. 
Therefore the two sides FC, CD are equal to the two 
sides FE, ED; 
and the base ED is common to them ; 
therefore the angle FCD is equal to the angle FED. [r. 8] 
But the angle BCA was also proved equal to the angle 
AEB; 
therefore the whole angle BCD is also equal to the whole 
angle AED. 
But, by hypothesis, the angle BCD is equal to the angles 
at 4, B; 
therefore the angle 4D is also equal to the angles at 4, D. 


Similarly we can prove that the angle CDZ is also equal 
to the angles at 4, B, C; 


therefore the pentagon ABCDE is equiangular. 


Next, let the given equal angles not be angles taken in 
order, but let the angles at the points 4, C, D be equal ; 
` I say that in this case too the pentagon ABC DE is equiangular. 

For let BD be joined. 

Then, since the two sides BA, AF are equal to the two 
sides BC, CD, 


and they contain equal angles, 
therefore the base BZ is equal to the base BD, 
the triangle 4 B E is equal to the triangle BCD, 


and the remaining angles will be equal to the remaining angles, 
namely those which the equal sides subtend ; [1. 4] 


therefore the angle 44 Z P is equal to the angle CDB. 
But the angle BZD is also equal to the angle BDE, 
since the side BÆ is also equal to the side BD. [1. 5] 


Therefore the whole angle A4 is equal to the whole 
angle CDE. 


But the angle CDE is, by hypothesis, equal to the angles 
at A, €. 


therefore the angle 4 ED is also equal to the angles at 4, C. 
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For the same reason 
the angle 44 PC is also equal to the angles at 4, C, D. 
Therefore the pentagon ABCDE is equiangular. 
Q. E. D. 
This proposition is required in xri. 17. 
The steps of the proof may be shown thus. 


I. Suppose that the angles at 4, B, C are all equal. 
Then the isosceles triangles BAEZ, ABC are equal in all respects ; 


thus BE=AC, LBCA-LBEA, LCAB=LEBA. 
By the last equality, FA = FB, 
so that, since BE = AC, FC = FE. 
The As FED, FCD are now equal in all respects, [r. 8, 4] 
and L FCD =+ FED. 
But L ACB =L AEB, from above, 
whence, by addition, LBCD=2 AED. 


Similarly it may be proved that 2 CDÆ is also equal to any one of the 
angles at 4, B, C. 


II. Suppose the angles at 4, C, D to be equal. 
Then the isosceles triangles "ABE, CBD are equal in all respects, and 
hence BE = BY (so that 4 BDE = L BED), 


and L CDB =L AEB. 
By addition of the equal angles, 
L CDE =| DEA. 


Similarly it may be proved that 4 ABC is also equal to each of the angles 
at 4, C, D. 


PROPOSITION 8. 


Jf in an equilateral and equiangular pentagon straight 
lines subtend two angles taken in order, they cut one another 
in extreme and mean ratio, and their greater segments are egual 


to the side of the pentagon. 


For in the equilateral and equiangular pentagon ABCDE 

let the straight lines AC, BE, cutting 

one another at the point Æ, subtend A 

two angles taken in order, the angles 

at 4, B; 

I say that each of them has been £ 

cut in extreme and mean ratio at 

the point Æ, and their greater seg- 

ments are equal to the side of the 

pentagon. D C 
For let the circle ABCDE be 

circumscribed about the pentagon ABCDE. iv. 14] 
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Then, since the two straight lines Z4, AB are equal to 
the two AB, BC, 
and they contain equal angles, 
therefore the base BZ is equal to the base AC, 
the triangle ABE is equal to the triangle ABC, 


and the remaining angles will be equal to the remaining angles 
respectively, namely those which the equal sides subtend. [1. 4] 
Therefore the angle BAC is equal to the angle ABE ; 
therefore the angle AFE is double of the angle BAL. (x. 32] 
But the angle HAC is also double of the angle BAC, 
inasmuch as the circumference EDC is also double of the 
circumference CB; [u. 28, vi. 33] 
therefore the angle HAZ is equal to the angle AE; 
hence the straight line AZ is also equal to ZA, that is, to AZ. 


L6 

And, since the straight line BA is equal to A4 £, E 

the angle A BZ is also equal to the angle AZ. [r. 5] 

But the angle 4 B.E was proved equal to the angle BAH; 
therefore the angle BZA is also equal to the angle BALA. 


And the angle ABE is common to the two triangles 4B E 
and ABA; 
therefore the remaining angle BAZ is equal to the remaining 
angle AHB; [r 32] 
therefore the triangle ABE is equiangular with the triangle 
ABH ; 
therefore, proportionally, as EB is to BA, so is AB to BH. 


] [vi 4] 
But BA is equal to ZA; 
therefore, as BE is to E, so is EZ to AB. 
And BE is greater than EZ; 
therefore EZ is also greater than 777. [v. 14] 
Therefore BZ has been cut in extreme and mean ratio at 


fT, and the greater segment HE is equal to the side of the 
pentagon. 


Similarly we can prove that AC has also been cut in 
extreme and mean ratio at 77, and its greater segment C/7 
is equal to the side of the pentagon. 

Q. E. D. 


xu. 8, 9] PROPOSITIONS 8, 9 


455 


In order to prove this theorem we have to show (1) that the As 4EB, 


HA B are similar, and (2) that ZZ = EA (= AB). 
To prove (2) we have 
As AE B, BAC equal in all respects, 


whence EB-AC, 
and LBAC-LABE. 
Therefore LAHE=24BAC 
=L EAC, 
so that EH=EA 
= AB. 


To prove (1) we have, in the As AEB, HAB, 
LBAH=LEBA 


=L AEB, 
and LABE is common; 
therefore the third £s 4HB, ZAB are equal, 
and As AEB, HAB are similar. 


Now, since these triangles are similar, 
EB: BA = BA : BH, 
or (rect. EB, BH) =(sq. on BA) 
= (sq. on EH), 
so that ÆB is divided in extreme and mean ratio at Æ. 
Similarly its equal, C4, is divided in extreme and mean ratio at Z7. 


PROPOSITION 9. 


Lf the side of the hexagon and that of the decagon inscribed 
in the same circle be added together, the whole straight line 
has been cut in extreme and mean ratto, and rts greater segment 


as the side of the hexagon. 
Let ABC be a circle ; 


of the figures inscribed in the circle 4 BC let BC be the side 


of a decagon, CD that of a hexagon, 
and let them be in a straight line ; 
I say that the whole straight line 
BD has been cut in extreme and 
mean ratio, and CD is its greater 
segment. 

For let the centre of the circle, 
the point Æ, be taken, 
let EP, EC, ED be joined, 
and let BE be carried through to A. D 


Since BC is the side of an equilateral decagon, 
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therefore the circumference ACB is five times the circum- 
ference BC; 
therefore the circumference 4C is quadruple of CB. 


But, as the circumference AC is to CB, so is the angle 
A EC to the angle CEA; [vr. 33] 
therefore the angle AZC is quadruple of the angle CE. 
And, since the angle E BC is equal to the angle EC, [:. 5] 
therefore the angle A4 EC is double of the angle EC. [x 32] 
And, since the straight line EC is equal to CD, 
for each of them is equal to the side of the hexagon inscribed 
in the circle A4 BC, [rv. 15, Por.] 
the angle CZ is also equal to the angle CDE ; (1. 5] 
therefore the angle ECB is double of the angle EDC. [u 32] 
But the angle 4 EC was proved double of the angle EC; 
therefore the angle AEC is quadruple of the angle ADC. 
But the angle ÆC was also proved quadruple of the 
angle BEC; 
therefore the angle EDC is equal to the angle BEC. 
But the angle ZZ is common to the two triangles BEC 
and BED; 
therefore the remaining angle BED is also equal to the 
remaining angle ECB; [r. 32] 
therefore the triangle EBD is equiangular with the triangle 
EBC. 
Therefore, proportionally, as DB is to BE, so is EB to BC. 
[Vt. 4 
But EB is equal to CD. l 
Therefore, as BD is to DC, so is DC to CB. 
And ZD is greater than DC; 


therefore DC is also greater than CB, 
Therefore the straight line BD has been cut in extreme 
and mean ratio, and DC is its greater segment. 
Q. E. D. 


.. BC is the side of a regular decagon inscribed in the circle; CD is the 
gd a the inscribed regular hexagon, and is therefore equal to the radius BZ 
or EC. 

_ Therefore, in order to prove our theorem, we have only to show that the 
triangles EBC, DBE are similar. 
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Since BC is the side of a regular decagon, 
(arc BCA) — 5 (arc BC), 


so that (arc CFA) = 4 (arc BC), 
whence LCEA=42 BEC. 
But LCEA=21ECB. 
Theretore LECB a2 4 BEC ciccccccccccccceceueeeeeees (1). 


But, since CD = CE, 

LCDE=2CED, 
so that ‘LECB=224 CDE. 
It follows from (1) that ¿ BEC=z CDE. 

Now, in the As EBC, DBE, 
LBEC-LBDE, 


and L.EBC is common, 
so that L ECB =L DEB, 
and As EBC, DBE are similar. 
Hence DB : BE = EB.: BC, 
or (rect. DB, BC) = (sq. on EB) 
=(sq. on CD), 


and DB is divided at C in extreme and mean ratio. 


To find the side of the decagon algebraically in terms of the radius we 
have, if x be the side required, 


(rt x)x-r 


whence x= 7 (Js — 1). 


PROPOSITION IO. 


Jf am equilateral pentagon be inscribed im a circle, the 
square on the side of the pentagon zs equal to the squares on 
the side of the hexagon and on that of the decagon inscribed in 
the same circle. 


Let ABCDE be a circle, 
and let the equilateral pentagon ABCDE be inscribed in the 
circle ABCDE. 

I say that the square on the side of the pentagon ABCDE 
is equal to the squares on the side of the hexagon and on 
that of the decagon inscribed in the circle ABCDE. 

For let the centre of the circle, the point A, be taken, 
let AF be joined and carried through to the point G, 
let FB be joined, 
let FH be drawn from / perpendicular to 74 7 and be carried 
through to K, 
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let AK, KB be joined, 
let FZ be again drawn from Æ perpendicular to AK, and be 
carried through to 77, 
and let AW be joined. 


Since the ‘circumference 
ABCG is equal to the circum- 
ference AEDG, 


and in them ASC is equal to 
AED, 
therefore the remainder, the 
circumference CG, is equal to 
the remainder GD. 

But CD belongs to a pen- 
tagon ; 
therefore CG belongs to a 
decagon. 

And, since FA is equal to FÐ, 
and FH is perpendicular, 
therefore the angle AFK is also equal to the angle KEB. 

l [i. 5, 1. 26] 

Hence the circumference 4X is also equal to KB ; [m. 26] 
therefore the circumference 4 8 is double of the circumference 
BK; 
therefore the straight line 4X is a side of a decagon. 








For the same reason 
AK is also double of KM. 

Now, since the circumference 4B is double of the circum- 
ference BK, 
while the circumference CØ is equal to the circumference 4B, 


therefore the circumference CD is also double of the circum- 
ference BK. 


But the circumference C2 is also double of CG; 


therefore the circumference CG is equal to the circumference 
BK. 


But BE is double of KM, since KA is so also; 
therefore CG is also double of KM. 
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_ But, further, the circumference CB is also double of the 
circumference BX, 


for the circumference CZ is equal to BA. 


Therefore the whole circumference GB is also double 
of BM; 


hence the angle G/B is also double of the angle BEM. [vi 33] 
But the angle GFZ is also double of the angle FAB, 
for the angle FAB is equal to the angle AF. 


Therefore the angle B/N is also equal to the angle FAL. 
But the angle ABF is common to the two triangles ABF 
and BFN ; 
therefore the remaining angle AFB is equal to the remaining 
angle BNF; 1. 32] 
therefore the triangle ABF is equiangular with the triangle 
BFN. 


Therefore, proportionally, as the straight line 4B is to BF, 
so is FB to BN; [vt. 4] 
therefore the rectangle 4 2, BN is equal to the square on BF. 


[vi. 17] 
Again, since 4Z is equal to LK, 


while ZV is common and at right angles, 

therefore the base XN is equal to the base AN ; 1. 4] 

therefore the angle LEN is also equal to the angle LAN. 
But the angle L.A is equal to the angle KZN ; 

therefore the angle LAW is also equal to the angle ABN. 


And the angle at 4 is common to the two triangles dB 
and AKN. 

Therefore the remaining angle AXB is equal to the 
remaining angle KWA ; fi. 32] 
therefore the triangle ABA is equiangular with the triangle 
KN A. 


Therefore, proportionally, as the straight line BA is to 


AK, so is KA to AN; [vi. 4] 
therefore the rectangle 84, AN is equal to the square on 4K. 
[vi 17] 


But the rectangle 48, BN was also proved ae to the 
square on BF; 
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therefore the rectangle 48, BN together with the rectangle 
BA, AN, that is, the square on BA [n 2], is equal to the 
square on BF together with the square on AK. 


And BA is a side of the pentagon, ZZ of the hexagon 
[1v. 15, Por.], and 4X of the decagon. 
Therefore etc. 
Q. E. D. 


ABCDE being a regular pentagon inscribed in a circle, and AG the 

diameter through A, it follows that 
(arc CG) = (arc GD), 

and CG, GD are sides of an inscribed regular decagon. 

FHK being drawn perpendicular to AB, it follows, by 1. 26, that 
Ls AFK, BFK are equal, and BK, KA are sides of the regular decagon. 

Similarly it may be proved that, FZM being perpendicular to 4A, 

AL-LK, 

and (arc AM) = (arc MA). 

The main facts to prove are that 


(1) the triangles 427, FBN are similar, and (2) the triangles A4BK, AKN 
are similar. 


(x) 2 (arc CG) = (arc CD) . 
= (arc AB) 
=2(arc BK), 
or (arc CG) = (arc BK) = (arc AK) 
= 2 (arc KM). 
And (arc CB) = 2 (arc BK). 


Therefore, by addition, 
(arc BCG) = 2 (arc BKM). 


Therefore L BEG =2 L BEN. 
But LBEFG=2 L FAB, 
so that L FAB =L BEN. 
Hence, in the As ABE, FBN, 
L FAB =L BEN, 
and LABE is common; 
therefore L AFB =L BNF, 


and As ABF, FBN are similar. 
(2) Since AZ = LK, and the angles at Z are right, 
AN= NK, 
and L NKA =L NAK 
=4 KBA. 
Hence, in the As 42K, AKN, 
LABK-LAKN, 
and LKAN is common, 
whence the third angles are equal ; 
therefore the triangles 45K, AKN are similar. 


XII. 10, 11] PROPOSITIONS 1o, 11 461 


Now from the similarity of As ABA, FBN it follows that 
AB: BF=BF: BN, 
or (rect. AB, BN) = (sq. on BF). 
And, from the similarity of 4B E, AKN, 
BA:AK=AK: AN, 
or (rect. BA, A N) =(sq. on AX). 
Therefore, by addition, 
(rect. AB, BN) + (rect. BA, AN) = (sq. on BF) + (sq. on AX), 
that is, (sq. on AB) = (sq. on BF) + (sq. on AK). 


If 7 be the radius of the circle, we have seen (XIII. 9, note) that 


AK =" (/5—1). 


Therefore (side of pentagon)? = 7? + 7 (6 — 2 J5) 
5 
=—(I0— , 
= (10-2 Js) 
so that (side of pentagon) = 4 N 10 — 2 5. 


PROPOSITION II. 


Lf in a circle which has its diameter rational an equilateral 
pentagon be inscribed, the side of the pentagon zs the irrational 
straight line called minor. 


For in the circle 4BCDE which has its diameter rational 
let the equilateral pentagon ABCDE be inscribed ; 


I say that the side of the pentagon is the irrational straight 
line called minor. 


For let the centre of the circle, the point Z, be taken, 
let AF, FB be joined and carried through to the points, G, Æ, 
let AC be joined, 
and let FK be made a fourth part of AF. 
Now AF is rational ; 
therefore FK is also rational. 
But ZZ is also rational ; 
therefore the whole AK is rational. 
And, since the circumference ACG is equal to the circum- 


ference 4DG, 
and in them ABC is equal to AED, 
therefore the remainder CG is equal to the remainder GD. 
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And, if we join AD, we conclude that the angles at Z 
are right, 


and CD is double of CZ. 

For the same reason 
the angles at M are also right, 
and AC is double of C7. 


> 


ss 





Since then the angle ALC is equal to the angle AMF, 


and the angle ZAC is common to the two triangles ACL 
and AMF, 


therefore the remaining angle ACZ is equal to the remaining 

angle MFA ; [1 32] 

therefore the triangle ACL is equiangular with the triangle 

AMF; 

therefore, proportionally, as ZC is to CA, so is MF to FA. 
And the doubles of the antecedents may be taken ; 


therefore, as the double of ZC is to CA, so is the double of 
MF to FA. 


But, as the double of MF is to FA, so is MF to the half — 
of FA; 


therefore also, as the double of LC is to CA, so is ME to the 
half of FA. 


And the halves of the consequents may be taken ; 


therefore, as the double of LC is to the half of CA, so is MF 
to the fourth of FA. 
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And DC is double of LC, CM is half of CA, and FK a 
fourth part of FA ; 


therefore, as DC is to CM, so is MF to FK. 


Componendo also, as the sum of DC, CM is to CM, so is 
MK to KF; [v. 18] 


therefore also, as the square on the sum of DC, CM is to the 
square on CM, so is the square on MK to the square on AF. 


And since, when the straight line subtending two sides of 
the pentagon, as AC, is cut in extreme and mean ratio, the 
greater segment is equal to the side of the pentagon, that is, 
to DC, [xin 8] 


while the square on the greater segment added to the half 
of the whole is five times the square on the half of the 
whole, [xu 1] 


and CM is half of the whole AC, 


therefore the square on DC, CM taken as one straight line is 
five times the square on CM. 


But it was proved that, as the square on DC, CM taken 
as one straight Jine is to the square on CM, so is the square 
on MK to the square on KF; 


therefore the square on MK is five times the square on AF. 
But the square on AF is rational, 

for the diameter is rational ; 

therefore the square on MK is also rational ; 

therefore MK is rational. 


And, since BF is quadruple of FK, 
therefore BX is five times KF; 


therefore the square on BX is twenty-five times the square 
on KF. 


But the square on MXK is five times the square on KF; 
therefore the square on LX is five times the square on KM; 
therefore the square on BX has not to the square on XM 
the ratio which a square number has to a square number ; 
therefore SX is incommensurable in length with XM. — [x. 9] 

And each of them is rational. 


Therefore BK, KM are rational straight lines commen- 
surable in square only. 
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But, if from a rational straight line there be subtracted a 
rational straight line which is commensurable with the whole 
in square only, the remainder is irrational, namely an apotome; 


therefore MB is an apotome and MK the annex to it. [x. 73] 


I say next that MB is also a fourth apotome. 
Let the square on WV be equal to that by which the square 
on BK is greater than the square on KM ; 


therefore the square on 2X is greater than the square on KAZ 
by the square on JV. 


And, since KF is commensurable with FÐ, 


componendo also, KB is commensurable with FB. [x. 15] 
But BF is commensurable with BA; 
therefore BX is also commensurable with 77. [x. 12] 


And, since the square on BX is five times the square 
on KM, 
therefore the square on BX has to the square on KM the 
ratio which 5 has to r. 

Therefore, convertendo, the square on BX has to the square 
on JV the ratio which 5 has to 4 [v. 19, Por.], and this is not the 
ratio which a square number has to a square number ; 
therefore BX is incommensurable with V; [x. 9] 
therefore the square on BK is greater than the square on KM 
by the square on a straight line incommensurable with BX. 


Since then the square on the whole BK is greater than 
the square on the annex KM by the square on a straight line 
incommensurable with 2K, 


and the whole BX is commensurable with the rational straight 
line, BA, set out, 


therefore MB is a fourth apotome. [x. Deff. 11. 4] 


But the rectangle contained by a rational straight line and 
a fourth apotome is irrational, 


and its square root is irrational, and is called minor. [x. 94] 
But the square on 42 is equal to the rectangle 775, BM, 


because, when 4/7 is joined, the triangle ABH is equiangular 
with the triangle ABZ, and, as HB is to BA, so is AB 
to BM. 
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Therefore the side 4Z of the pentagon is the irrational 
straight line called minor. 


Q. E. D. 


Here we require certain definitions and propositions of Book x. 

First we require the definition of an apotome [see x. 73], which is a straight 
line of the form (p ~ J£. p), where p is a “rational” straight line and Å is any 
integer or numerical fraction, the square root of which is not integral or 
expressible in integers. The lesser of the straight lines p, J/&. p is the annex. 

Next we require the definition of the fourth apotome |x. Deff. 1m. (after 
x. 84)], which is a straight line of the form (x — y), where x, y (being both 
rational and commensurable in square only) are also such that vx” -p° is 
incommensurable with x, while x is commensurable with a given rational 
straight line p. As shown on x. 88 (note), the fourth apotome is of the form 


(- 72. 


Lastly the mnor (straight line) is the irrational straight line defined in 
x. 76. It is of the form (x — y), where x, y are incommensurable in square, 
and (x*+ 4") is ‘rational,’ while xy is ‘medial.’ As shown in the note on 
X. 76, the minor irrational straight line is of the form 


£. 4/1 — M m 
V2 NIE X2 NES 

The proposition may be put as follows. ABCDE being a regular 
pentagon inscribed in a circle, 4G, BH the diameters through 4, B meeting 
CD in Z and AC in M respectively, FK is made equal to 14 F. 

Now, the radius 4 (r) being rational, so are FK, BA. 

The arcs CG, GD are equal ; 
hence cs at Z are right, and CD = 2 CL. 

Similarly 4s at M are right, and 4C = 2 CM. 


We have to prove 
(1) that BM is an apotome, 
(2) that BM is a fourth apotome, 
(3) that BA is a minor irrational straight line. 








Remembering that, if C.4 is divided in extreme and mean ratio, the 
greater segment is equal to the side of the pentagon (xm. 8], and that accord- 
ingly [xur. 1] (CD + CAP — 5 (3CAY, we work towards a proportion con- 
taining the ratio (CD + CM : CM, thus. 

The As ACL, AFM are equiangular and therefore similar. 


Therefore LC:CA- MF: FA, 
and accordingly 2LC:CA- MF:&X&FA; 
thus 2LC:ÀàCA = MEF: LFA, 
or DC: CM = MF: FK; 


whence, componendo, and squaring, 
(DC + CMY: CAMP = MR? : KEF”. 
But (DC + CMy-sCM?; 
therefore ME = 5 KEF. 


H. E. HI. 30 
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[This means that MR? =F, 
or MK = x z] 


It follows that, A being rational, MA”, and therefore MK, is rational. 
(1) To prove that BM is an apotome and MK its annex. 


We have BF=4FK; 
therefore BK=sFK, 
BK? = 257K? 


= 547 K^, from above ; 


therefore ZK? has not to MK” the ratio of a square number to a square 
number ; 


therefore BK, MK are incommensurable in length. 

They are therefore rational and commensurable in square only ; 
accordingly BM is an apotome. 

[BE 5M E? = 287, and BK =r. 


Consequently BK- MK= (raa A5 r) ] 
(2) To prove that BM is a fourth apotome. 


First, since KA, FB are commensurable, 


BK, BF are commensurable, i.e. BX is commensurable with 47, a given 
rational straight line. 


Secondly, if N?-BK*- KM, 
since BE :KM?-S:r 
it follows that BK?: N?—5:4, 


whence ZE, N are incommensurable. 
Therefore BM is a fourth apotome. 
(3) To prove that BA is a minor irrational straight line. 


If a fourth apotome form a rectangle with à rational straight line, the side 
of the square equivalent to the rectangle is minor [x. 94]. 


Now BAS = HB. BM, 
HB is rational, and BM is a fourth apotome ; 
therefore BA is a minor irrational straight line. 


[BA =r,/2. 5. Ms. Z 1o - 2 5. 
If this is kied a the difference between two straight lines, we have 


BA =" N5 +2 ds N5=2 Pe ea 





PROPOSITION 12. 


Lf an equilateral triangle be inscribed zn a circle, the square 
on the side of the triangle zs triple of the square on the radius 
of the circle. 
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Let AAC be a circle, 
and let the equilateral triangle 4 AC be inscribed in it; 


I say that the square on one side of 
the triangle AAC is triple of the square ^ 
on the radius of the circle. 


For let the centre 2 of the circle 
ABC be taken, 


let 44 D be joined and carried through 
to Æ, 


and let BE be joined. "NO et 
Then,. since the triangle ABC is 


. E 
equilateral, 


therefore the circumference BEC is a third part of the circum- 
ference of the circle ABC. 


Therefore the circumference BÆ is a sixth part of the 
circumference of the circle; 


therefore the straight line BZ belongs to a hexagon ; 
therefore it is equal to the radius DZ. [1v. 15, Por.] 
And, since AZ is double of DE, 


the square on AZ is quadruple of the square on ZZ, that is, 
of the square on BL, 

But the square on 4Z is equal to the squares on 4B, BE; 

[1m. 3r, 1. 47] 

therefore the squares on 44, BE are quadruple of the square 
on BEL. 

Therefore, separando, the square on AZ is triple of the 
square on BEL. 

But BZ is equal to DZ; 
therefore the square on AZ is triple of the square on DZ. 

Therefore the square on the side of the triangle is triple 
of the square on the radius. 

Q. E. D. 


PROPOSITION 13. 


To construct a pyramid, to comprehend it in a given sphere, 
and to prove that the square on the diameter of the sphere is 
one and a half times the square on the side of the pyramid. 


30—2 
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Let the diameter 4 7 of the given sphere be set out, 
and let it be cut at the point C so that AC is double of CB; 
let the semicircle ADB be described on AB, 
let CD be drawn from the point C at right angles to AB, 
.-afid let DA be joined ; 
let the circle ÆFG which has its radius equal to DC be 
set out, 


let the equilateral triangle EG be inscribed in the circle EFG, 
[1v. 2] 


let the centre of the circle, the point Æ, be taken, [ur 1] 
let EZ, HF, HG be joined ; 


from the point Æ let HK be set up at right angles to the plane 
of the circle EFG, [xr 12] 


let AK equal to the straight line AC be cut off from HK, 
and let KZ, KF, KG be joined. 


D 
E 
K 
A GC B 
F G 


Now, since XH is at right angles to the plane x the 
circle EFG 


therefore it will also make right angles with all the straight 
lines which meet it and are in the plane of the circle EFG. 
[x1. Def. 3] 
But each of the straight lines HE, HF, HG meets it: 


therefore (7X is at right angles to each of the straight lines 
HE, HF, AG. 


And, since 4C is equal to WK, and CD to HE, 
and they contain right angles, 


therefore the base DA is equal to the base KE. [1. 4] 
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For the same reason 
each of the straight lines KF, XG is also equal to DA ; 


therefore the three straight lines KZ, KF, KG are equal to 
one another. 


And, since 4C is double of CB, 
therefore AZ is triple of BC. 


But, as AB is to BC, so is the square on 4D to the square 
on DC, as will be proved afterwards. 

Therefore the square on 42 is triple of the square on DC. 

But the square on FÆ is also triple of the square on EZ, 


[xiu. 12] 
and DC is equal to EZ; 
therefore DA is also equal to EF. 
But DA was proved equal to each of the straight lines 
KE, KF, KG; 
therefore each of the straight lines £F, FG, GZ is also equal 
to each of the straight lines KE, KF, KG; 


therefore the four triangles EFG, KEF, KFG, KEG are 
equilateral. 


Therefore a pyramid has been constructed out of four 
equilateral triangles, the triangle EG being its base and the 
point Æ its vertex. 


It is next required to comprehend it in the given sphere 
and to prove that the square on the diameter of the sphere 
is one and a half times the square on the side of the pyramid. 

For let the straight line AZ be produced in a straight 
line with KZ, 


and let /ZL be made equal to CB. 

Now, since, as ÆC is to CD, sois CD to CB,  [vi. 8, Por.] 
while AC is equal to KZ, CD to HE, and CP to HL, 
therefore, as KH is to HZ, so is FH to HL; 


therefore the rectangle KH, HZ is equal to the square on 
EH. [vi 17] 


And each of the angles KHZ, ZHL is right ; 


therefore the semicircle described on AZ will pass through 
E also. [cf vi. 8, im. 31] 
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If then, XZ remaining fixed, the semicircle be carried round 
and restored to the same position from which it began to be 
moved, it will also pass through the points /, G, 
since, if FL, LG be joined, the angles at Z, G similarly become 
right angles ; 
and the pyramid will be comprehended in the given sphere. 

For KZ, the diameter of the sphere, is equal to the 


diameter AZ of the given sphere, inasmuch as AH was 
made equal to AC, and AL to CB. 


I say next that the square on the diameter of the sphere 
is one and a half times the square on the side of the 
pyramid. 

For, since AC is double of CZ, 
therefore AZ is triple of BC; 
and, convertendo, BA is one and a half times AC. 

But, as BA is to AC, so is the square on BA to the square 
on AD. 

Therefore the square on BA is also one and a half times 
the square on AD. 

And BA is the diameter of the given sphere, and 4D is 
equal to the side of the pyramid. 

Therefore the square on the diameter of the sphere is 
one and a half times the square on the side of the pyramid. 

l Q. E. D. 
Lemma. , 

It is to be proved that, as 4B is to BC, so is the square 
on AD to the square on DC. 

For let the figure of the semi- 
circle be set out, 
let DB be joined, 
let the square EC be described 
on AC, 
and let the parallelogram FB be 
completed. - 

Since then, because the tri- 
angle DAB is equiangular with 
the triangle DAC, 
as BA is to AD,so is DA to AC, 

[vi. 8, vi. 4] 
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therefore the rectangle B.A, AC is equal to the square on AD. 


[vt. 17] 
And since, as AB is to BC, so is EB to BF, [vi. r] 


and ÆÐ is the rectangle GA, AC, for ZA is equal to AC, 
and BF is the rectangle AC, CB, 


therefore, as 42 is to BC, so is the rectangle GA, AC to the 
rectangle AC, CB. 


And the rectangle B.A, AC is equal to the square on AD, 
and the rectangle 4C, CB to the square on DC, 


for the perpendicular DC is a mean proportional between the 
segments AC, CB of the base, because the angle ADB is 
right. [vr. 8, Por.] 


Therefore, as AB is to BC, so is the square on AD to 
the square on DC. 
Q. E, D. 


The Lemma is with reason suspected. Euclid commonly takes more 
difficult theorems for granted in the stereometrical Books. It is also clumsy 
in itself, while, from a gloss in the proposition rejected as an interpolation, it 
is clear that the interpolator of the gloss had not the Lemma. With the 
Lemma should disappear the words “as will be proved afterwards " (p. 469). 


In the figure of the proposition, the semicircle really represents half of 
a section of the sphere through its centre and one edge of the inscribed 
tetrahedron (AD being the length of that edge). 

The proof is in three parts, the object of which is to prove 
(1) that KZ FG is a tetrahedron with all its edges equal to 4D, 
(2) that it is inscribable in a sphere of diameter equal to 4 B, 


(3) that AB*-3AD*! 
To prove (1) we have to show 
(a) that KE-KF-KG-AD, 
(4) that AD=EF. 
(2) Since HE = HF = HG = CD, 
KH=AC, 
and is ACD, KHE, KHF, KHG are right, 
As ACD, KHE, KHF, KHG are equal in all respects ; 
therefore KE = KF = KG = AD. 
(b) Since AB=38C, 
and AB: BC=AB.AC:AC.CB 
=AD?: CD’, 
it follows that AD?-3CD*. 
But [xr 12] EF=3EH; 


and EH = CD, by construction. 
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Therefore AD=EF. 
Thus EFGK is a regular tetrahedron. 


(2) .We now observe the usefulness of Euclid’s description of a sphere 
[in xi. Def. 14]. 

Producing KZ (= AC) to Z so that ZZ — CB, 
we have XZ equal to 47; 
thus KZ is a diameter of the sphere which should circumscribe our tetra- 
hedron, 
and we have only to prove that Z, Æ G lie on semicircles described on KZ 
as diameter. 

E.g. for the point Æ, 


since AC: CD=CD: CB, 

while AC=KH, CD=HE, CB- HL, 
we have KH: HE = HE.: HAL, 

or KH. HL=HE?, 


whence, the angles KHZ, LAL being right, 
EKL is a triangle right-angled at Æ [cf. vi. 8]. 


Hence Æ lies on a semicircle on XZ as diameter. 

Similarly for Z, G. 

Thus a semicircle on AZ as diameter revolving round &Z passes 
successively through Æ, 7 G. 


(3) AB-3BC; 
therefore BA4-£AC. 
And BA:AC- BA: BA. AC 
= BA*?; AD’. 
Therefore BA =3 AD". 
If » be the radius of the circumscribed sphere, 
(edge of tetrahedron) = RS .£-2£46.7. 


It will be observed that, although in these cases Euclid's construction is 
equivalent to inscribing the particular regular solid in a given sphere, he does 
not actually construct the solid zz the sphere but constructs a solid which a 
sphere egual to the given spheré will circumscribe. Pappus, on the other 
hand, in dealing with the same problems, actually constructs the respective 
solids in the given spheres. His method is to find circular sections in the 
given spheres containing a certain number of the angular points of the given 
solids. His solutions are interesting, although they require a knowledge of 
some properties of a sphere which are of course not found in the Elements 
but belonged to treatises such as the Spaerica of Theodosius. 


Pappus’ solution of the problem of Eucl. XIII. r3. 


In order to inscribe a regular pyramid or tetrahedron in a given sphere, 
Pappus (111. pp. 142—144) finds two circular sections equal and parallel to one 
another, each of which contains one of two opposite edges as its diameter. In 
this and the other similar problems he proceeds in the orthodox manner by 
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analysis and synthesis. The following is a reproduction of his solution of 
this case. 


Analysts. 


Suppose the problem solved, 4, &, C, D being the angular points of the 
required pyramid. 

Through 4 draw ZF parallel to CD; this will make equal anges with 
AC, AD; and, since 4B does so too, EF 
is perpendicular to AB cn has a lemma 
for this, p. 140, 12—24], and is therefore a 
tangent to the sphere (for ZF is parallel to 
CD, the base of the triangle ACD, and 
therefore touches the circle circumscribing 
it, while it also touches the circular section 
AB made by the plane passing through 4B 
and EF perpendicular to it). 

Similarly GH drawn through Ø parallel 
to AB touches the sphere. 

And the plane through GH, CD makes 
a circular section equal and parallel to 4B. 

Through the centre A of that circular 
section, and in the plane of the section, draw ZM perpendicular to CD and 
therefore parallel to 42. Join BL, BM. 

JB M is then perpendicular to 4B, LM, and ZB isa diameter of the sphere. 

Join MC. 





Then LM?-2MC! 
and BC-AB-LM, 
so that BC*-2MC*. 


And BM, being perpendicular to the plane of the circle ZM, is perpen- 
dicular to CM, 


whence BC? = BMM + MC, 
so that BM=MC. 

But BC-LM; 
therefore LM =2 BM". 


And, since the angle ZMB is right, 
BD-LM?^-MB'-2LM 

Synthesis. 

Draw two parallel circular sections of the sphere with diameter g’, 
such that 

d^ = 24°, 
where d is the diameter of the sphere. 

[This is easily done by dividing BZ, any diameter of the sphere, at P, so 
that LP= 2PB, and then drawing PAZ at right angles to ZA meeting the 
great circle ZMB of the sphere in M. Then LAMP: LP - LP: LB 2:3] 

Draw sections through M, B perpendicular to MB, and in these sections 
respectively draw the parallel diameters ZLM, AB. 


Lastly, in the section ZLM draw CD through the centre X perpendicular 
to LM. 


ABCD is then the required regular pyramid or tetrahedron. 
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PROPOSITION 14. 


To construct an octahedron and comprehend it in a sphere, 
as zn the preceding case; and to prove that the square on the 
diameter of the sphere ts double of the square on the side of the 
octahedron. 

Let the diameter 42 of the given sphere be set out, 
and let it be bisected at C; 
let the semicircle ADB be described on AB, 
let CD be drawn from C at right angles to AB, 
let DB be joined; © 


let the square E FG7, having each of its sides equal to DB, 
be set out, 


let LF, EG be joined, 


from the point X let the straight line KZ be set up at right 
angles to the plane of the square E/G/ [xt 12), and let it be 
carried through to the other side of the plane, as XM ; 


from the straight lines KZ, KM let KL, KM be respectively 
cut off equal to one of the straight lines EK, FK, GK, AK, 


and let LZ, LF, LG, LH, ME, MF, MG, MH be joined. 


L 


F G 


Then, since KZ is equal to KH, 
and the angle EK is right, 
therefore the square on HE is double of the square on EK. 


ge bos m [r. 47] 
Again, since LK is equal to KZ, 


and the angle LKE is right, 
therefore the square on ZZ is double of the square on EX. 
[ia] 
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But the square on HZ was also proved double of the 
square on EK; 


therefore the square on LÆ is equal to the square on EH; 
therefore LZ is equal to EZ. 


For the same reason 
LH is also equal to HE; 
therefore the triangle LE is equilateral. 

Similarly we can prove that each of the remaining tri- 
angles of which the sides of the square Z FGH are the bases, 
and the points Z, M the vertices, is equilateral ; 


therefore an octahedron has been constructed which is con- 
tained by eight equilateral triangles. 


It is next required to comprehend it in the given sphere, 
and to prove that the square on the diameter of the sphere is 
double of the square on the side of the octahedron. 

For, since the three straight lines LX, KM, KE are equal 
to one another, 
therefore the semicircle described on LZ will also pass 
through Æ. 

And for the same reason, 


if, LM remaining fixed, the semicircle be carried round and 
restored to the same position from which it began to be 
moved, 


it will also pass through the points /, G, H, 
and the octahedron will have been comprehended in a sphere.’ 


I say next that it is also comprehended in the given sphere. 
For, since LX is equal to KM, 
while AZ is common, 
and they contain right angles, 
therefore the base LZ is equal to the base EM. [x 4] 
And, since the angle Z.E/M is right, for it is in a semicircle, 
[ur. 31] 
therefore the square on LM is double of the square on ZZ. 
[r 47] 
Again, since AC is equal to CB, 
AB is double of BC. 
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But, as 4B is to BC, so is the square on 42 to the square 
on BD; 
therefore the square on AZ is double of the square on BD. 

But the square on LM was also proved double of the 
square on LE. 

And the square on DZ is equal to the square on LZ, for 
EH was made equal to DA. 


Therefore the square on ABZ is also equal to the square 
on LM ; 
therefore AZ is equal to LM. 

And AB is the diameter of the given sphere; 
therefore LM is equal to the diameter of the given sphere. 

Therefore the octahedron has been comprehended in the 
given sphere, and it has been demonstrated at the same time 
that the square on the diameter of the sphere is double of the 
square on the side of the octahedron. 

Q. E. D. 


I think the accompanying figure will perhaps be clearer than that in 
Euclid's text. 

EFGH being a square with side equal to BD, it follows that KZ, KF, 
KG, KH are all equal to C. 


NN. 


SUL 


So are KZ, KM, by construction ; 
hence ZE, LF, LG, LH and ME, MF, MG, MH are all equal to EF or BD, 
Thus (1) the figure is made up of eight equilateral triangles and 1s therefore 
a regular octahedron. 
(2) Since KE=KL= KM, 
the semicircle on ZM in the plane LXE passes through Æ. 
Similarly Æ G, H lie on semicircles on ZM as diameter. 
Thus all the vertices of the tetrahedron lie on the sphere of which ZM is 
a diameter. 


(3) LE-EM-BD; 
therefore LM?-2ED-2bD* 
= AB’, 


or LM= AB. 
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(4) AB*-2BD? 
-2EÉF. 
_If z be the radius of the circumscribed sphere, 
(edge of octahedron) = 4/2 . 7. 


Pappus' method. 


Pappus (111. pp. 148—150) finds the two equal and parallel sections of the 
sphere which circumscribe two opposite faces of the octahedron thus. 


Analysis. 
Suppose the octahedron inscribed, 4, B, C; D, E, F being the vertices. 
Through ABC, DEF describe planes 


making the circular sections 4C, DEF. 
Since the straight lines D4, DB, DE, DF E 
are equal, the points 4, E, 7; P lie on a circle E 
of which D is the pole. 
Again, since 48, BF, FE, EA are equal, 
ABEE is a square inscribed i in the said circle, 


and 4B, EF are parallel. 
Similarly DZ is parallel to BC, and DF 


to AC. f 
Therefore the circles through D, Z, Fand q 


A, B, C are parallel; and they are also equal A 
because the equilateral triangles inscribed in 
them are equal. 

Now, ABC, DEF being equal and parallel circular sections, and 4.8, EF 
equal and parallel chords “not on the same side of the centres,” 

Af is a diameter of the sphere. 

[Pappus has a lemma for this, pp. 136—138]. 

And 4E = EF, so that 47? = 2 FE?, 

But, if Z' be the diameter of the circle DEF, 

7 d =4 EF. (cf. xn. 12] 
Theréfore, if d be the diameter of the sphere, 
d?:d? 3:2. 

Now d is given, and therefore a’ is given; hence the circles DEF, ABC 

are given. 


Synthesis. 
Draw two equal and parallel circular sections with diameter Z', such: that 
di- 34^, 
where Z is the diameter of the sphere. 
Inscribe an equilateral triangle AC in either circle (ABC a 
In the other circle draw E F equal and parallel to 4B but on the opposite 


side of the centre, and complete the inscribed equilateral triangle DEZ 
ABCDEF is the octahedron required. 


It will be observed that, whereas in the problem of xir. 13 Euclid first 
finds the circle circumscribing a face and Pappus first finds an edge, in this 
problem Euclid finds the edge first and Pappus the circle circumscribing 
a face. 
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PROPOSITION 15. 


To construct a cube and comprehend tt in a sphere, like the 
pyramid; and to prove that the square on the diameter of the 
sphere ts triple of the square on the side of the cube. 

Let the diameter 42 of the given sphere be set out, 
and let it be cut at C so that AC is double of CZ ; 
let the semicircle ADB be described on AB, 
let CD be drawn from C at right angles to 4 P, 
and let DZ be joined ; 
let the square EFG having its side equal to DZ be set out, 
from Æ, F, G, H let EK, FL, GM, HN be drawn at right 
angles to the plane of the square E/GH, 
from EK, FL, GM, HN let EK, FL, GM, HN respectively 
be cut off equal to one of the straight lines AF, FG, 
GH, HE, 
and let KL, LM, MN, NE be joined ; 
therefore the cube FN has been constructed which is contained 
by six equal squares. 





It is then required to comprehend it in the given sphere, 
and to prove that the square on the diameter of the sphere is 
triple of the square on the side of the cube. 

For let KG, EG be joined. 

Then, since the angle KEG is right, because XÆ is also 
at right angles to the plane ÆG and of course to the straight 
line EG also, [x1. Def. 3] 
therefore the semicircle described on KG will also pass through 
the point Æ. 

Again, since GF is at right angles to each of the straight 
lines FL, FE, 


GF is also at right angles to the plane FX; 
hence also, if we join FK, GF will be at right angles to FX; 
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and for this reason again the semicircle described on CK will 
also pass through Z. 

Similarly it will also pass through the remaining angular 
points of the cube. 

If then, AG remaining fixed, the semicircle be carried 
round and restored to the same position from which it began 
to be moved, 


the cube will be comprehended in a sphere. 


I say next that it is also comprehended in the given 
sphere. 
For, since GF is equal to FZ, 
and the angle at / is right, 
therefore the square on ÆG is double of the square on EF. 
But £F is equal to LX; 
therefore the square on ÆG is double of the square on AX; 
hence the squares on GE, E K, that is the square on GX [1 47], 
is triple of the square on EK. 
And, since 42 is triple of BC, 


. while, as 48 is to BC, so is the square on AB to the square 
on BD, 


therefore the square on AZ is triple of the square on BD. 
But the square on GK was also proved triple of the square 
on KZ. 
And AZ was made equal to DB; 
therefore KG is also equal to AB. 
And AZ is the diameter of the given sphere ; 


therefore KG is also equal to the diameter of the given 
sphere. 


Therefore the cube has been comprehended in the given 
sphere ; and it has been demonstrated at the same time that 
the square on the diameter of the sphere is triple of the square 
on the side of the cube. 

Q. E. D. 


AB is divided so that 4C 2 2C ; CD is drawn at right angles to 42, 
and ZD is joined. 

KG is, by construction, a cube of side equal to BD. 

To prove (1) that it is inscribable in a sphere. 

Since AZ is perpendicular to EH, EF, 
KE is perpendicular to ZG. 
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Thus, KZG being a right angle, Æ lies on. a semicircle with diameter XG. 

The same thing is proved in the same way of the other vertices 
F, B, L, M, N. 

Thus the cube is inscribed in the sphere of which ÆG is a diameter. 


(2) KG’ = KE?” + EG? 
= KE? + 2kF? 
= 35K”. 

Also AB=3BC, 

while AB:BC-AB*: AB.BC 
=AB*?: BD’; 
therefore AB’? =3BD". 

But BD=EK; 

therefore KG = AB. 

(3) AB? =3BD* 
=3KE* 


If 7 be the radius of the circumscribed sphere, 
2 
edge of cube) = —. 7-3 . P. 
( g ) 3 3 J3 
Pappus' solution. 


In this case too Pappus (ur. pp. 144—148) gives the full analysis and 
synthesis. 


Analysis. 
Suppose the problem solved, and let the vertices of the cube be 
A, B, C, D, E, F, G, H. * 


Draw planes through 4, 8, C, D and 
E, F, G, H respectively ; these will produce 
parallel circular sections, which are also equal 
since the inscribed squares are equal. 

And CZ will be a diameter of the sphere. 

Join EG. 

Now, since EZG?-2E£H? = 26GC*, 
and the angle CG is right, 

CE'-GCh EG? =34G*. 

But CZ? is given; 
therefore ÆG? is given, so that the circles 
EFGH, ABCD, and the squares inscribed in them, are given. 

Synthesis. 


Draw two parallel circular sections with equal diameters g’, such that 
28g? 
where Z is the diameter of the given sphere. 
Inscribe a square in one of the circles, as ABCD. 
In the other circle draw FG equal and parallel to BC, and complete the 
square on ÆG inscribed in the circle £FGZ. 
The eight vertices of the required cube are thus determined. 
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PROPOSITION 16. 


‘To construct an ccosahedron and comprehend it in a sphere, 
like the aforesaid figures; and to prove that the side of the 


tcosahedron ts the irrational straight line called minor. 


Let the diameter AB of the given sphere be set out, 
and let it be cut at C so that AC is quadruple of CZ, 
let the semicircle ADB be described on AB, 


let the straight line CD be drawn from C at right angles 
to AB, 


and let DB be joined ; 


Y 








let the circle EFGHK be set out and let its radius be equal 
to DB, 


let the equilateral and equiangular pentagon E/GHK be 
inscribed in the circle EZ ZFG/ZK, 


let the circumferences EF, FG, GH, HK, KE be bisected at 
the points Z, M, N, O, P, 


and let LM, MN, NO, OP, PL, EP be joined. 


H. E. ILL ; 31 
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Therefore the pentagon LMNOP is also equilateral, 
and the straight line EP belongs to a decagon. 

Now from the points Æ, F, G, H, K let the straight lines 
EQ, FR, GS, HT, KU be set up at right angles to the plane 
of the circle, and let them be equal to the radius of the circle 


EFGHK, 
let QR, RS, ST, TU, UQ, QL, LR, RM, MS, SN, NT, 
TO, OU, UP, PQ be joined. 
Now, since each of the straight lines ZQ, KU is at right 
angles to the same plane, 
therefore EQ is parallel to KU. [xi. 6] 
But it is also equal to it ; 
and the straight lines joining those extremities of equal and 
parallel straight lines which are in the same direction are equal 
and parallel. [1. 33] 
Therefore QU is equal and parallel to EK. 
But EK belongs to an equilateral pentagon ; 
therefore QU also belongs to the equilateral pentagon inscribed 
in the circle EFGZZK. 
For the same reason 


each of the straight lines OR, RS, ST, TU also belongs to 
the equilateral pentagon inscribed in the circle EFGAXK ; 


therefore the pentagon ORSTU is equilateral. 


And, since QF belongs to a hexagon, 
and EP to a decagon, 
and the angle QEP is right, 
therefore QP belongs to a pentagon ; 
for the square on the side of the pentagon is equal to the 
square on the side of the hexagon and the square on the side 
of the decagon inscribed in the same circle. [ku 10] 
For the same reason 
PU is also a side of a pentagon. 
But QU also belongs to a pentagon ; 
therefore the triangle QPU is equilateral. 


For the same reason 


each of the triangles OLR, RMS, SNT, TOU is also equi- 
lateral. 
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And, since each of the straight lines OZ, QP was proved 
to belong to a pentagon, 
and ZP also belongs to a pentagon, 
therefore the triangle QZ P is equilateral. 


For the same reason 
each of the triangles LRM, MSN, NTO, OUP is also equi- 
lateral. 


Let the centre of the circle EFL GZZK, the point V, be 
taken ; 
from V let VZ be set up at right angles to the plane of the 
circle, 
let it be produced in the other direction, as VX, 
let there be cut off VW, the side of a hexagon, and each of 
the straight lines VX, WZ, being sides of a decagon, 
and let OZ, OW, UZ, EV, LV, LX, XM be joined. 


Now, since each of the straight lines VW, QZ is at right 
angles to the plane of the circle, 


therefore V W is parallel to QZ. [xi. 6] 
But they are also equal ; 
therefore E V, QW are also equal and parallel. [r 33] 


But ZV belongs to a hexagon; 
therefore QW also belongs to a hexagon. 
And, since QW belongs to a hexagon, 
and W’Z to a decagon, 
and the angle OWZ is right, 
therefore QZ belongs to a pentagon. [xiri. xo] 


For the same reason 
UZ also belongs to a pentagon, 
inasmuch as, if we join VK, WU, they will be equal and 
opposite, and 77K, being a radius, belongs to a hexagon ; 
[1v. 15, Por.] 
therefore WU also belongs to a hexagon. 
But WZ belongs to a decagon, 
and the angle U WZ is right; 
therefore UZ belongs to a pentagon. [xin ro] 
But QU also belongs to a pentagon ; 
therefore the triangle QUZ is equilateral. 


31—2 


484 BOOK XIII [xu 16 


For the same.reason 
each of the remaining triangles of which the straight lines 
QR, RS, ST, TU are the bases, and the point Z the vertex, 
is also equilateral. 

Again, since VZ belongs to a hexagon, 
and VX to a decagon, 
and the angle L VX is right, 
therefore LX belongs to a pentagon. [xirr. 10] 


For the same reason, 
if we join MVY, which belongs to a hexagon, 
MX is also inferred to belong to a pentagon. 

But LM also belongs to a pentagon ; 
therefore the triangle LMX is equilateral. 

Similarly it can be proved that each of the remaining 
triangles of which MN, NO, OP, PL are the bases, and the 
point X the vertex, is also equilateral. 

Therefore an icosahedron has been constructed which is 
contained by twenty equilateral triangles. 


It is next required to comprehend it in the given sphere, 
and to prove that the side of the icosahedron is the irrational 
straight line called minor. 

For, since VW belongs to a hexagon, 
and WZ toa decagon, 
therefore VŽ has been cut in extreme and mean ratio at W, 
and VY is its greater segment ; [xur. 9] 
therefore, as ZV is to VW, sois VW to WZ. 

But VW is equal to VE, and WZ to VX; 
therefore, as ZV is to VE, sois EV to VX. 

And the angles ZVE, EVX are right ; 
therefore, if we join the straight line EZ, the angle X EZ 
will be right because of the similarity of the triangles X EZ, 
VEZ. 

For the same reason, 
since, as ZV is to VW, sois VW to WZ, 
and ZV is equal to XW, and VW to WO, 
therefore, as XW is to WQ, so is OW to WZ. 
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And for this reason again, 


if we join QX, the angle at Q will be right; [vr. 8] 
therefore the semicircle described on XZ will also pass 
through Q. [ni. 31] 


And if, XZ remaining fixed, the semicircle be carried 
round and restored to the same position from which it began 
to be moved, it will also pass through Q and the remaining 
angular points of the icosahedron, 
and the icosahedron wil have been comprehended in a 
sphere. 


I say next that it is also comprehended in the given sphere. 

For let VW be bisected at A’. 

Then, since the straight line VZ has been cut in extreme 
and mean ratio at W, 


and ZW is its lesser segment, 


therefore the square on ZW added to the half of the greater 
segment, that is WA’, is five times the square on the half 
of the greater segment [xur. 3] 
therefore the square on ZA’ is five times the square on 
A'W. 

And ZX is double of ZA’, and VW double of A'W; 
therefore the square on ZX is five times the square on 
WTV. 

And, since AC is quadruple of CB, 
therefore 4 is five times BC. 


But, as 4B is to BC, so is the square on ABZ to the square 
on BD; [v. 8, v. Def. 9] 


therefore the square on 48 is five times the square on BD. 


But the square on ZX was also proved to be five times 


the square on VW. 
And DP is equal to VW, 


for each of them is equal to the radius of the circle EFGEEK; 
therefore 4B is also equal to XZ. 

And AB is the diameter of the given sphere ; 
therefore XZ is also equal to the diameter of the given sphere. 


Therefore the icosahedron has been comprehended in the 
given sphere. 
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I say next that the side of the icosahedron is the irrational 
straight line called minor. 

For, since the diameter of the sphere is rational, 
and the square on it is five times the square on the radius 
of the circle ZFGZZK, 
therefore the radius of the circle EF GZZK is also rational ; 
hence its diameter is also rational. 

But, if an equilateral pentagon be inscribed in a circle 
which has its diameter rational, the side of the pentagon is 
the irrational straight line called minor. [xu r1] 

And the side of the pentagon E FGZZK is the side of the 
icosahedron. 

Therefore the side of the icosahedron is the irrational 
straight line called minor. 


Porism. From this it is manifest that the square on the 
diameter of the sphere is five times the square on the radius 
of the circle from which the icosahedron has been described, 
and that the diameter of the sphere is composed of the side 
of the hexagon and two of the sides of the decagon inscribed 
in the same circle. 

Q. E. D. 


Euclid's method is 


(1) to find the pentagons in the two parallel circular sections of the sphere, 
the sides of which form ten (five in each circle) of the edges of the icosahedron, 
(2) to find the two points which are the poles of the two circular sections, 


(3) to prove that the triangles formed by joining the angular points of the 
pentagons which are nearest to one another two and two are equilateral, 

(4) to prove that the triangles of which the poles are the vertices and the 
sides of the pentagons the bases are also equilateral, 


(5) that all the angular points other than the poles lie on a sphere the 
diameter of which is the straight line joining the poles, 


(6) that this sphere is of the same size as the given sphere, 
(7) that, if the diameter of the sphere is rational, the edge of the icosahedron 
is the zzzzor irrational straight line. 


I have drawn another figure which will perhaps show the pentagons, and 
ae position of the poles with regard to them, more clearly than does Euclid’s 
gure. 
(1) If 4B is the diameter of the given sphere, divide 4B at C so that 
AC=4CB; 
draw CD at right angles to 4B meeting the semicircle on AB in D. 
. Join BD. 
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BD zs the radius of the circular sections containing the pentagons. 
[If 7 is the radius of the sphere, 














since AB:BC-AB*:AB.BC 
=AB*: BD’, 
while AB =5BC, 
it follows that AB? =5 8D", 
or (radius of section)? = $7. 
Thus [xir ro, note] (side of pentagon)? =< (10 — 2,/5).] 
A 
6 D 
B 





Inscribe the regular pentagon .EJ/G Z/K in the circle 27GHE of radius 
equal to BD. 

Bisect the arcs EF, FG, ..., so forming a decagon in the circle. 

Joining successive points of bisection, we obtain another regular pentagon 
LMNOF. 

LMNOP zs: one of the pentagons containing five edges of the icosahedron. 

The other circle and inscribed pentagon are obtained by drawing perpen- 
diculars from Æ, £^, G, H, K to the plane of the circle, as EQ, FR, GS, 
HT, KU, and making each of these perpendiculars equal to the radius of the 
circle, or, as Euclid says, the side of the regular hexagon in it. 

QRSTU zs the second pentagon (of course equal to the first) containing five 
edges of the icosahedron. . 

Joining each angular point of one of the two pentagons to the two nearest 
angular points in the other pentagon, we complete ten triangles each of which 
bas for one side a side of one or other of the two pentagons. 

V, W are the centres of the two circles, and YW is of course perpen- 
dicular to the planes of both. 


(2) Produce YW in both directions, making VX and WZ both equal to 
a side of the regular decagon in the circle (as EL). ; 
Joining X, Z to the angular points of the corresponding pentagons, we 
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have five more triangles formed with the sides of each pentagon as bases, ten 
more triangles in all. 

Now we come to the proof. 
(3) Taking two adjacent perpendiculars, EQ, KU, to the plane of the circle 
EFGHK, we see that they are parallel as well as equal; 
therefore QU, ZX are equal and parallel. 

Similarly for QR, EF etc. 

Thus the pentagons have their sides equal. 

To prove that the triangles QPZ etc., are equilateral, we have, e.g. 

QP-LE'- EQ? 
= (side of decagon}? + (side of hexagon)? 


= (side of pentagon)’, [xir 10] 
ie. QL = (side of pentagon in circle) 
Similarly CTS QP=LP, 
and A QPL is equilateral. 


So for the other triangles between the two pentagons. 
(4) Since VW, EQ are equal and parallel, 
VE, WQ are equal and parallel. 
Thus WQ is equal to the side of a regular hexagon in the circles. 
Now the angle ZWQ is right ; 
therefore ZQ-ZzZW^-WQ 
= (side of decagon)’ + (side of hexagon)? 
= (side of pentagon)*. [xru 1o] 
Thus ZQ, ZR, ZS, ZT, ZU are all equal to QA, RS etc.; and the 
triangles with Z as vertex and bases QR, RS etc. are equilateral. 
Similarly for the triangles with X as vertex and ZM, MN etc. as bases. 
Hence the figure is an icosahedron, being contained by twenty equal 
equilateral triangles. 
(5) To prove that all the vertices of the icosahedron lie on the sphere 
which has XZ for diameter. 


VW being equal to the side of a regular hexagon, and WZ to the side of 
a regular decagon inscribed in the same circle, 


VZ is divided at Win extreme and mean ratio. [xur. 9] 
Therefore LV: VW = VW : WZ, 
or, since VW = VE, WZ = VX, 
ZV : VE = VE : VX. 
Thus Æ lies on the semicircle on ZX as diameter. [vi. 8] 


Similarly for all the other vertices of the icosahedron. 
Hence the sphere with diameter XZ circumscribes it. 
(6) To prove XZ= AB, 


, Since VZ is divided in extreme and mean ratio at W, and VW is 
bisected at 4’, 


AD =54'W [xur. 3] 
Taking the doubles of A'Z, A’ W, we have 
XZ? 2sVW? 
= 58D 


= AB? [see under (1) above] 
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That is, XZ= AB. 


{If 7 is the radius of the sphere, 
2 


VW=BD= Js 7 
V X = (side of decagon in circle of radius BD) 
= BP epg ea) [xir 9, note] 
2 
xs 
NC (5 — x) 
Consequently XZ=VW+2VX 


2 2 
== rts — I1 
Jen tust e sn 
227] 
(6) The radius of the circle EFGZK is equal to T z, and is therefore 
“rational ” in Euclid’s sense. . . 
Hence the side of the inscribed pentagon is the irrational straight line 


called minor. [xin. 11] 
[The side of this pentagon is the edge of the icosahedron, and its value is 
(note on XIII. 1o) 
22 J10— 24/5 
Po, pe 
=- 10-2 
ay Nie ails 


E RE 
=$ Jio- J5)] 
Pappus solution. 


This solution (Pappus, 111. pp. 150—6) differs considerably from that of 
Euclid. Whereas Euclid uses zwo circular sections of the sphere (those 
circumscribing the pentagons of his construction), Pappus finds /our parallel 
circular sections each passing through ZZree of the vertices of the icosahedron ; 
two of the circles are small circles circumscribing two opposite triangular 
faces respectively, and the other two circles are between these two circles, 
parallel to them and equal to one another. 


Analysis. 

Suppose the problem solved, the vertices of the icosahedron being 4, J, C; 
D, E, F; G, H, K; L, M, N. 

Since the straight lines BA, BC, BF, BG, BE drawn from Z to the 
surface of the sphere are equal, 


A, C, F, G, E are in one plane. 
And AC, C£, FG, GE, EA are equal; 
therefore 4 CFGE is an equilateral and equiangular pentagon. 


So are the figures KEBCD, DHFPW, AKLGB, AKNHC, and 
CHMGB. 
Join EZ, KH. 
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Now AC will be parallel to EF (in the pentagon 4 CFGE) and to KH 
(in the pentagon AK/VHC), so that EF, KH are also parallel ; 


and further KZ is parallel to ZM (in the pentagon LED). 

















Similarly BC, ED, GH, LN are all parallel ; 
and likewise BA, FD, GX, MN are all parallel. 


Since BC is equal and parallel to ZW, and BA to MN, the circles ABC, 
LMN are equal and parallel. 

Similarly the circles DEZ, KGH are equal and parallel; for the triangles 
inscribed in them are equal (since each of the sides in both is the chord 
subtending an angle of equal pentagons), and their sides are parallel re- 
spectively. 

Now in the equal and parallel circles DEZ, KGH the chords ZF, KH 
are equal and parallel, and on opposite sides of the centres ; 


therefore /X is a diameter of the sphere [Pappus lemma, pp. 136—8], and the 
angle FEK is right [Pappus lemma, p. 138, 20—26]. 


[The diameter FK is not actually drawn in the figure. | 
In the pentagon GEACA, if EF be divided in extreme and mean ratio, 


the greater segment is equal to AC. [Eucl. xir. 8] 

Therefore EF: AC = (side of hexagon) : (side of decagon in same circle). 
XIII. 

And EF + AC EFEK =A, l 9] 


where Z is the diameter of the sphere. 


Thus FK, EF, AC are as the sides of the pentagon, hexagon and decagon 
respectively inscribed in the same circle. [xur. 10] 
But .FK, the diameter of the sphere, is given ; 
therefore EF, AC are given respectively ; ' 
thus the radii of the circles ZFD, ACB are given (if 7, 7' are their radii, 
PBbEPLO-ERÁAC?O. 
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Hence the circles are given ; 


and so are the circles KHG, LMN which are equal and parallel to them 
respectively. 


Synthesis. 

If 4 be the diameter of the sphere, set out two straight lines x, y, such 
that Z, x, y are in the ratio of the sides of the pentagon, hexagon and decagon 
respectively inscribed in one and the same circle. 

Draw (1) two equal and parallel circular sections in the sphere, with radii 
equal to ^, where 7 =42°, as DEF, KGH, 
and (2) two equal and parallel circular sections as ABC, ZMN, with radius 7' 
such that 7° = 1y*. : 

In the circles (1) draw EF, KH as sides of inscribed equilateral triangles, 
parallel to one another, and on opposite sides of the centres ; 
and in the circles (2) draw AC, ZM as sides of inscribed equilateral triangles 
parallel to one another and to EF, KZ, and so that 4 C, Hf are on opposite 
sides of the centres, and likewise XH, LIZ. 

Complete the figure. 

The correctness of the construction is proved as in the analysis. 

It follows also (says Pappus) that 

(diam. of sphere)? = 3 (side of pentagon in DEFY. 

For, by construction, KF: FE =p: h, 
where 2, A are the sides of the pentagon and hexagon inscribed in the same 
circle DEF. ; 

And FE : =the ratio of the side of an equilateral triangle to that of a 
hexagon inscribed in the same circle ; 


that is, FE: h=/3:1, 
whence KF: p=f3:1, 
or KF? = 37°. 


Another construction. 


Mr H. M. Taylor has a neat construction for an icosahedron of edge a. 

Let / be the length of the diagonal of a regular pentagon with side equal 
to a. 
Then (figure of xir. 8), by Ptolemy’s theorem, 

Pslat æ. 

Construct a cube with edge equal to Z 

Let O be the centre of the cube. 

From O draw OL, OM, ON perpendicular to three adjacent faces, and in 
these draw PP’, OQ’, RR’ parallel to 4B, AD, AZ respectively. 

Make LP, LP’, MQ, MQ', NR, NR’ all equal to ġa. 

Let 5, Z, 9, 7, 7, be the reflexes of P, P', Q, Q', R, R respectively. 

Then will Z, P', Q, Q', R, R, 5, 5, 9g, Z, 7, * be the vertices of a regular 
icosahedron. 

The projections of PQ on AB, AD, AE are equal to 4(/—a), $a, $/ 
respectively. 

Therefore PQziU-apeieé.i2 

=} (P-al+a’) 
2g. 
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"Therefore PQ =4. 


Similarly it may be proved that every other edge is equal to a. 
All the angular points lie on a sphere with radius OP, and 


OP: =} (d P). 














Each solid pentahedral angle is composed of five equal plane angles, each 
of which is the angle of an equilateral triangle. 
"Therefore the icosahedron is regular. 


[2 240P* — 7*. 
And, from the equation 7 = /a + a’, we derive 


a 
f= P" RE + 1). 
Therefore, if 7 be the radius of the sphere, 
2 E + (5 + 221 = 45, 
4 
whence a= 4r|N 10 24/5 
— 4r J 10— 2, /s[ 8o 

r oS S 

=— ro -24 
Js V A5 


=< V1 (5- JS) 
as above. | 
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PROPOSITION 17. 


To construct a dodecahedron and comprehend it in a sphere, 
like the aforesaid figures, and to prove that the side of the 
dodecahedron às the arrationad straight line called apotome. 


Let ABCD, CBEF, two planes of the aforesaid cube at 
right angles to one another, be set out, 
let the sides 48, BC, CD, DA, EF, EB, FC be bisected at 
G, H, K, L, M, N, O respectively, 
let GK, HL, MH, NO be joined, 
let the straight lines VP, PO, HQ be cut in extreme and 
mean ratio at the points A, S, 7 respectively, 
and let AP, PS, TQ be their greater segments ; 
from the points Rk, S, T let RU, SV, TW be set up at right 


angles to the planes of the cube towards the outside of the 
cube, 


let them be made equal to RP, PS, TỌ, 
and let UB, BW, WC, CV, VU be joined. 





I say that the pentagon UB WCY is equilateral, and in 
one plane, and is further equiangular. 


For let RB, SB, VB be joined. 
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Then, since the straight line VP has been cut in extreme 
and mean ratio at X, 
and AP is the greater segment, 
therefore the squares on PN, NR are triple of the square 
on AP. [xir 4] 
But PN is equal to VB, and PR to RU; 
therefore the squares on BN, NR are triple of the square 
on AU. 
But the square on BR is equal to the squares on BN, NR; 


[t 47] 
therefore the square on A is triple of the square on RU; 


hence the squares on BA, RU are quadruple of the square 
on RU. 

But the square on BU is equal to the squares on BR, RU; 
therefore the square on BU is quadruple of the square on RU; 
therefore BU is double of AU. 

But VU is also double of UR, 
inasmuch as SZ is also double of PA, that is, of RU; 
therefore BU is equal to UV. 

Similarly it can be proved that each of the straight lines 
BW, WC, CV is also equal to each of the straight lines 
BU, UV. 

Therefore the pentagon BUVCW is equilateral. 


I say next that it is also in one plane. 

For let PX be drawn from 2 parallel to each of the 
straight lines RU, SV and towards the outside of the cube, 
and let XH, HW be joined; 

I say that X /7W is a straight line. 

For, since HQ has been cut in extreme and mean ratio at 
T, and QT is its greater segment, 
therefore, as HQ is to Q7, so is OT to TH. 

But AQ is equal to HP, and QT to each of the straight 
lines TW, PX; 
therefore, as HP is to PX, so is WT to TH. 

And AP is parallel to ZW, 
for each of them is at right angles to the plane BD; [xı 6] 
and TH is parallel to PX, 
for each of them is at right angles to the plane BF. (zd. ] 
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But if two triangles, as XPH, HTW, which have two 
sides proportional to two sides be placed together at one 
angle so that their corresponding sides are also parallel, 


the remaining straight lines will be in a straight line; [vx 32] 
therefore X Z is in a straight line with HW. 

But every straight line is in one plane ; [xi. 1] 
therefore the pentagon UB WC is in one plane. 


I say next that it is also equiangular. 

For, since the straight line /VP has been cut in extreme. 
and mean ratio at A, and PA is the greater segment, 
while PR is equal to PS, 


therefore MS has also been cut in extreme and mean ratio 
at P, 


and NP is the greater segment ; [xur. 5] 
therefore the squares on NS, SP are triple. of the square 
on NP. [xir 4] 


But WP is equal to VB, and PS to SV; 


' therefore the squares on VS, SV are triple of the square 
on VB; 


hence the squares on VS, SWV, WB are quadruple of the square 
on VB. 


But the square on SB is equal to the squares on SN, VB; 


therefore the squares on BS, SV, that is, the square on BY 
—for the angle YSB is right—is quadruple of the square 
on VB; 


therefore VB is double of BN. 
But BC is also double of BV; 
therefore BV is equal to BC. 


And, since the two sides BU, UV are equal to the two 
sides BW, WC, 


and the base BV is equal to the base BC, 
therefore the angle BUV is equal to the angle BWC. — [8] 


Similarly we can prove that the angle UVC is also equal 
to the angle BWC; 


therefore the three angles BWC, BUV, UVC are equal to 
one another. 
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But if in an equilateral pentagon three angles are equal to 
one another, the pentagon will be equiangular, [xu 7] 
therefore the pentagon BUVCW is equiangular. 

And it was also proved equilateral ; 


therefore the pentagon BUVCW is equilateral and equi- 
angular, and it is on one side BC of the cube. 

Therefore, if we make the same construction in the case 
of each of the twelve sides of the cube, 


a solid figure will have been constructed which is contained 
by twelve equilateral and equiangular pentagons, and which is 
called a dodecahedron. 


It is then required to comprehend it in the given sphere, 
and to prove that the side of the dodecahedron is the irrational 
straight line called apotome. 

For let XP be produced, and let the produced straight 
line be XZ; 
therefore PZ meets the diameter of the cube, and they bisect 
one another, 
for this has been proved in the last theorem but one of the 
eleventh book. (x1. 38] 

Let them cut at Z; 
therefore Z is the centre of the sphere which comprehends 
the cube, 
and ZP is half of the side of the cube. 

Let UZ be joined. 

Now, since the straight line MS has been cut in extreme 
and mean ratio at P, 


and AP is its greater segment, 


therefore the squares on WS, SP are triple of the square 
-on NP. [xu 4] 


But WS is equal to XZ, 

inasmuch as /VP is also equal to PZ, and XP to PS. 
But further PS is also equal to XU, 

since it is also equal to RP; 


therefore the squares on ZX, XU are triple of the square 
on NP. 


But the square on UZ is equal to the squares on ZX, XU; 
therefore the square on UZ is triple of the square on VP. 
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But the square on the radius of the sphere which compre- 
hends the cube is also triple of the square on the half of the 
side of the cube, 


for it has previously been shown how to construct a cube and 
comprehend it in a sphere, and to prove that the square on 
the diameter of the sphere is triple of the square on the side 
of the cube. [xim. 15] 


But, if whole is so related to whole, so is half to half also ; 
and VF is half of the side of the cube; 


therefore UZ is equal to the radius of the sphere which com- 
prehends the cube. 


And Z is the centre of the sphere which comprehends the 
cube; 


therefore the point U is on the surface of the sphere. 


Similarly we can prove that each of the remaining angles 
of the dodecahedron is also on the surface of the sphere ; 


therefore the dodecahedron has been comprehended in the 
given sphere. 


I say next that the side of the dodecahedron is the irrational 
straight line called apotome. 

For since, when VP has been cut in extreme and mean 
ratio, AP is the greater segment, 


and, when PO has been cut in extreme and mean ratio, PS 
is the greater segment, 


therefore, when the whole VO is cut in extreme and mean 
ratio, AS is the greater segment. 
{ Thus, since, as VP is to PR, so is PR to RN, 
the same is true of the doubles also, 
for parts have the same ratio as their equimultiples ; [v. 13] 
therefore as VO is to RS, so is AS to the sum of VA, SO. 
But WO is greater than AS; 
therefore AS is also greater than the sum of VR, SO; 
therefore /VO has been cut in extreme and mean ratio, 
and AS is its greater segment. | 
But AS is equal to UV; 
therefore, when VO is cut in extreme and mean ratio, UV is 
the greater segment. 


H. E. III. . 32 
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And, since the diameter of the sphere is rational, 


and the square on it is triple of the square on the side of the 
cube, 


therefore VO, being a side of the cube, is rational. 


[But if a rational line be cut in extreme and mean ratio, 
each of the segments is an irrational apotome. | 
Therefore UV, being a side of the dodecahedron, is an 


irrational apotome. (xu. 6] 


Porism. From this it is manifest that, when the side of 
the cube is cut in extreme and mean ratio, the greater segment 
is the side of the dodecahedron. 

Q. E. D. 


In this proposition we find Euclid using two propositions which precede 
but are used nowhere else, notably vi. 32, which some authors, in consequence 
of their having overlooked its use here, have been hard put to it to explain. 

Euclid's construction in this case is really identical with that given by 
Mr H. M. Taylor, and also referred to by Henrici and Treutlein under “ crystal- 
formation." 

Euclid starts from the cube inscribed in a sphere, as in xir. 15, and then 
finds the side of the regular pentagon in which the side of the cube is a 
diagonal. 

Mr Taylor takes Z to be the diagonal of a regular pentagon of side a, 
so that, by Ptolemy's theorem, 

2 =al+ à, 
constructs a cube of which 7 is the edge, and gets the side of the pentagon 
by drawing ZX from Z, the centre of the cube, perpendicular to the face BF 
and equal to $(/+ 4), then drawing UV through X parallel to BC, and 
making UX, XV both equal to ia. 

Euclid finds UV thus. 

Draw VO, MH bisecting pairs of opposite sides in the square G/F and 
meeting in Z. 

Draw GX, HL bisecting pairs of opposite sides in the square BD and 
meeting in Q. 

Divide ZN, PO, QH respectively in extreme and mean ratio at A, S, 7 
(PR, PS, QT being the greater segments); draw RU, SV, TW outwards 
perpendicular to the respective faces of the cube, and all equal in length 
to PR, PS, TQ. 

Join BU, UV, VC, CW, WB. 

Then .B UT C W is one of the pentagonal faces of the dodecahedron ; 
and the others can be constructed in the same way. 


Euclid now proves 

(1) that the pentagon BUVC W is equilateral, 
(2) that it is in one plane, 

(3) that itis equiangular, 
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(4) that the vertex 7 is on the sphere which circumscribes the cube, and 
hence 


(5) that all the other vertices lie on the same sphere, 
and (6) that the side of the dodecahedron is an agotome. 


(i) To prove that the pentagon BUVCW is equilateral. 
We have BU? = BÆ + RV? 
= (BN° + VR) + RP? 
= (PN? + NVR) + RP? 
—-3RP* + RP? [xu 4] 
-4RP 
= UP.. 
Therefore BU = UV. 





v u 


Similarly it may be proved that BW, WC, CF are all equal to UV 
or BU. 

[Mr Taylor proceeds in this way. With his notation, the projections of 
BU on BA, BC, BE are respectively $a, 1 (/ — a), 44 


Therefore BU =}@ +4 (laf +i 
=4(P-al+ a) 
=a, 


Similarly for BW, WC etc.] 


(2) To prove that the pentagon BUVCIW is in one plane. 


Draw PX parallel to RU or SV meeting OV in X. 
Join XH, HW. 


32—2 
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Then we have to prove that XH, HW are in one straight line. 

Now HP, WT, being both perpendicular to the face BD, are parallel. 
For the same reason XP, HT are parallel. 

Also, since QH is divided at 7 in extreme and mean ratio, 


QH: QT=QT: TH. 
And QH= HP, OT=WT= PX. 
Therefore AP: PX = WT : TE. 


Consequently the triangles ZPX, WTH satisfy. the conditions of Vi. 32 ; 
hence XH W is a straight line. 
{Mr Taylor proves this as follows : 


The projections of WH, WX on BE are $a and 1 (a + 2), 
and the projections of WA, WX on BA are 3 (/—«a) and 3/7; 
and a:(a*t7)-(-a):4 
since a= P ~ a. 

Therefore WX is a straight line. ] 


(3) To prove that the pentagon BUVCW is eguiangular. 
We have BV? =BS*+ SV? 

= (BN? + NS?) + SP? 

= PN? + (NS? + SP?) 


= PN? +3 PN, 
since WS is divided in extreme and mean ratio at P [x 5], so that 
NS? + SP =3PN*. - (xu. 4] 
Consequently BV?=4PN* 
= BC", 

or BV=BC. 

The As UBV, WC are therefore equal in all respects, 
and LBUV = L BWC. 

Similarly L CVU = L B WC. 

Therefore the pentagon is eguiangular. [xur. 7] 


(4) To prove that the sphere which circumscribes the cube also circum- 
scribes the dodecahedron we have only to prove that, if Z be the centre of 
the sphere, ZU = ZB, for example. 

Now, by x1. 38, XP produced meets the diagonal of the cube, and the 
portion of*X P produced which is within the cube and the diagonal bisect 
one another. 


And ZU = ZX? + XU? 
= NS + PS? 
=3PN’, 

as before. 


Also (cf. Xin. 15) 
ZB? = ZP? + PB 
=ZP? + PN? + NB 
=s PN, 
Hence ZU = ZB. 
(5) Similarly for ZV, ZW etc. 
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ETAN 

AT A 

(6) Since PJV is divided in extreme and mean ratio at A, NS 
NP: PR=PR: RN. B" 


Doubling the terms, we have 
NO: RS=RS: (VR + S0), 

so that, if /VO is divided in extreme and mean ratio, the greater segment 
is equal to RS. 

Now, since the diameter of the sphere is rational, 
and (diam. of sphere)? = 3 (edge of cube)’, 
the edge of the cube (i.e. /VO) is rational. 

Consequently AS is an apotome. 

[This is proved in the spurious xiu. 6 above; Euclid assumes it, and the 
words purporting to quote the theorem are probably interpolated, like xir. 6 


itself. ] 
As a matter of fact, with Mr Taylor’s notation, 
P= lata’, 
and a= u Z 


Since, if v is the radius of the circumscribing sphere, 7= 3. P. 


a- 7. (J5 - 1)=7 (18 ~ v3) 
Pappus’ solution. 


Here too Pappus (11. pp. 156—162) finds four circular sections of the 
sphere all parallel to one another and all passing through five of the vertices 
of the dodecahedron. 

Analysis. 

Suppose (he says) the problem solved, and let the vertices of the 
dodecahedron be 4, B, C, D, E; F, G, H, K, L; M, N, O, P, Q; 
RS, UT. 

Then, as before, ED is parallel to FZ, and AE to FG; therefore the 
planes 4B CDE, FGHKL are parallel. 

But, since PA is parallel to BH, and BH to OC, PA is parallel to OC; 
and they are equal; therefore PO, AG are parallel, so that S7, ED are also 
parallel. 

Similarly AS, DC are parallel, and likewise the pairs (ZU, £A), 
(UV, AB), (VR, BC). 

Therefore the planes ABCDE, RSTUV are parallel; and the circles: 
ABCDE, RSTUV are equal, since the inscribed pentagons are equal. 

Similarly the circles FGZZKZ, MNOPO are equal, since the pentagons 
inscribed in them are equal. 

Now CZ, OU are parallel because each is parallel to KV; 
therefore Z, C, O, U are in one plane. 

And LC, CO, OU, UL are all equal, since they subtend angles of equal 
pentagons. 

Also Z, C, O, U axe on a plane section, i.e. a circle; 
therefore ZCOU is a square. 

Therefore OD z-2LC*-caLES 
(for LC, LEF subtend angles of equal pentagons). 
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And the angle OZ is right; for PO, LF are equal and parallel chords 
in two equal and parallel circular sections of a sphere [Pappus’ lemma, p. 138, 
20— 26]. 

"Therefore OF? = OL + FE = 3FL. [from above] 

And OF is a diameter of the sphere; for PO, FZ are on opposite sides 
of the centres of the circles in which they are [Pappus’ lemma, pp. 136—8]. 

















Now suppose 2, 4, 2 to be the sides of an equilateral pentagon, triangle 
and hexagon in the circle FG KZ, d the diameter of the sphere. 


Then d: FL=,/3:1 ' [from above] 
=t:h; [Eucl. xir. 12] 
and it follows alternando (since FL =p) that 
a:t=pih.. 


Now let d’, 2’, Z be the sides of a regular decagon, pentagon and hexagon 
respectively inscribed in azy one circle 
Since, if FZ be divided in extreme and mean ratio, the greater segment is 
equal to ED, [xur 8] 
FL: EDz-K:d. [vi. Def. 3, xu. 9] 
And FZ : ED is the ratio of the sides of the regular pentagons inscribed 
in the circles PGHKZ, ABCDE, and is therefore equal to the ratio of the 
sides of the equilateral triangles inscribed in the same circles. 


Therefore #: (side of ^ in 4BCDE)- E : a’. 
But ad:t=p:hk 
=p ih; 


therefore, ex aeguali, d : (side of ^ in ABCDE)=7': a’. 
Now d is given; 
therefore the sides of the equilateral triangles inscribed in the circles ABCDE, 


FGHEL respectively are given, whence the radii of those circles are also 
given. 
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Thus the two circles are given, and so accordingly are the equal and 
parallel circular sections. 
Synthesis. 


Set out two straight lines x, y such that d, x, y are in the ratio of the sides 
of a regular pentagon, hexagon and decagon respectively inscribed in one and 
the same circle. 

Find two circular sections of the sphere with radii 7, 7’, where 

Pate, 7 -iy. 

Let these be the circles FGZEKZ, ABCDE respectively, and draw the 
equal and parallel circles on the other side of the centre, namely MZVOPQ, 
RSTUV. : 

In the first two circles inscribe regular pentagons with their sides respec- 
tively parallel, ÆD being parallel to FZ. 

Draw equal and parallel chords (on the other sides of the centres) in the 
other two circles, namely SZ equal and parallel to ÆD, and PO equal and 
parallel to FZ; and complete the regular pentagons on SZ, PO inscribed in 
the circles. 7 

Thus all the vertices of the dodecahedron are determined. 

The proof of the correctness of the construction is clear from the analysis. 

Pappus adds that the construction shows that the circles containing five 
vertices of the dodecahedron are the same respectively as those containing 
three vertices of the icosahedron, and that the same circle circumscribes the 
triangle of the icosahedron and the pentagonal face of the dodecahedron in 
the same sphere. 


PROPOSITION 18. 


To set out the sides of the five figures and to compare them 
with one another. 


Let AB, the diameter of the given sphere, be set out, 


and let it be cut at C so that 
AC is equal to CZ, and at 7* 
so that 4D is double of DB ; 


let the semicircle 4E be de- 
scribed on 42, 


from C, D let CE, DF be drawn 
at right angles to 4B, 


and let AF, FB, EB be joined. 


Then, since AD is double 
of DB, 


therefore AP is triple of BD. A K oO DL B 
Convertendo, therefore, BA is one and a half times 4D. 


G 
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But, as BA is to AD, so is the square on BA to the 
square on AF; [v. Def. o, v1. 8] 
for the triangle AFB is equiangular with the triangle AFD ; 
therefore the square on BA is one and a half times the square 
on AF. 

But the square on the diameter of the sphere is also one 
and a half times the square on the side of the pyramid. 


[xu 13] 
And AB is the diameter of the sphere ; 


therefore 4F is equal to the side of the pyramid. 


Again, since 4D is double of DB, 
therefore 4Z is triple of BD. 
But, as AB is to BD, so is the square on 4Z to the square 
on BF; [vi. 8, v. Def. 9] 
therefore the square on AJ is triple of the square on BF. 
But the square on the diameter of the sphere is also triple 
of the square on the side of the cube. [xur r5] 
And AB is the diameter of the sphere ; 
therefore BF is the side of the cube. 


And, since AC is equal to CB, 
therefore AB is double of BC. 
But, as 4 B is to ZC, so is the square on AZ to the square 
on BF; 
therefore the square on AZ is double of the square on BEL. 
But the square on the diameter of the sphere is also double 
of the square on the side of the octahedron. [xir 14] 
And AZ is the diameter of the given sphere; 
therefore BÆ is the side of the octahedron. 


Next, let 4G be drawn from the point A at right angles 
to the straight line 42, 


let JG be made equal to 4B, 

let GC be joined, 

and from A let HK be drawn perpendicular to AZ. 
Then, since GA is double of AC, 

for GA is equal to AB, 

and, as GA is to AC, so is HK to KC, 

therefore ZZK is also double of KC. 
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Therefore the square on FK is quadruple of the square 
on KC; ^ 
therefore the squares on HK, KC, that is, the square on HC, 
is five times the square on KC. 
But ÆC is equal to CB; 
therefore the square on BC is five times the square on CK. 
And, since AB is double of CB, 
and, in them, 442 is double of DÐ, 
therefore the remainder BD is double of the remainder DC. 
Therefore BC is triple of CD; 
therefore the square on ZC is nine times the square on CD. 
But the square on AC is five times the square on CX; 
therefore the square on CK is greater than the square on CD; 
therefore CK is greater than CD. 
Let CL be made equal to CK, 
from Z let LM be drawn at right angles to 445, 
and let MB be joined. 
Now, since the square on SC is five times the square 
on CK, 
and AB is double of BC, and KZ double of CK, 
therefore the square on AZ is five times the square on KZ. 
But the square on the diameter of the sphere is also five 
times the square on the radius of the circle from which the 
icosahedron has been described. [xirt. 16, Por.] 
And AZ is the diameter of the sphere; 
therefore KZ is the radius of the circle from which the icosa- 
hedron has been described ; 
therefore KZ is a side of the hexagon in the said circle. 
[1v. 15, Por.] 
And, since the diameter of the sphere is made up of the 
side of the hexagon and two of the sides of the decagon 
inscribed in the same circle, [xur. 16, Por.] 
and AZ is the diameter of the sphere, 
‘while AZ is a side of the hexagon, 
and AK is equal to ZB, 
therefore each of the straight lines 4K, LP is a side of the 
decagon inscribed in the circle from which the icosahedron 
has been described. 
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And, since LZ belongs to a decagon, and MZ to a 
hexagon, 
for ML is equal to KZ, since it is also equal to ZZK, being 
the same distance from the centre, and each of the straight 
lines HX, KL is double of KC, 


therefore MB belongs to a pentagon. [xur. 1o] 
But the side of the pentagon is the side of the icosa- 
hedron ; fxr. 16] 


therefore MB belongs to the icosahedron. 


Now, since FB is a side of the cube, 
let it be cut in extreme and mean ratio at N, 
and let VZ be the greater segment ; 
therefore NB is a side of the dodecahedron. [xirr. 17, Por.] 


And, since the square on the diameter of the sphere was 
proved to be one and a half times the square on the side 4 
of the pyramid, double of the square on the side BZ of the 
octahedron and triple of the side FZ of the cube, 
therefore, of parts of which the square on the diameter of the 
sphere contains six, the square on the side of the pyramid 
contains four, the square on the side of the octahedron three, 
and the square on the side of the cube two. 

Therefore thé square on the side of the pyramid is four- 
thirds of the square on the side of the octahedron, and double 
of the square on the side of the cube ; 
and the square on the side of the octahedron is one and a half 
times the square on the side of the cube. — 

The said sides, therefore, of the three figures, I mean the 
pyramid, the octahedron and the cube, are to one another in 
rational ratios. 

But the remaining two, I mean the side of the icosa- 
hedron and the side of the dodecahedron, are not in rational 
ratios either to one another or to the aforesaid sides ; 
for they are irrational, the one being minor [xur 16] and the 
other an apotome [xur. 17]. 


That the side MB of the icosahedron is greater than the 
side VB of the dodecahedron we can prove thus. 


For, since the triangle “DZ is equiangular with the 
triangle FAD, [vi. 8] 


proportionally, as DZ is to BF, sois BF to BA. [vr. 4] 
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And, since the three straight lines are proportional, 
as the first is to the third, so is the square on the first to the 
square on the second ; [v. Def. 9, vi. 2o, Por.] 
therefore, as DB is to BA, so is the square on DØ to the 
square on LF; 
therefore, inversely, as 4B is to BD, so is the square on FB 
to the square on BD. 
But AZ is triple of BD ; 
therefore the square on FB is triple of the square on BD. 
But the square on AD is also quadruple of the square 
on DÐ, 
for AD is double of DB; 
therefore the square on 4D is greater than the square on 7; 
therefore 4D is greater than F7; 
therefore 4Z is by far greater than FB. 
And, when AZ is cut in extreme and mean ratio, 
KL is the greater segment, 
inasmuch as LX belongs to a hexagon, and KA to a decagon; 
[xn 9] 
and, when FB is cut in extreme and mean ratio, VB is the 
greater segment ; 
therefore KZ is greater than VA. 
But AZ is equal to LM ; 
therefore LM is greater than VB. 
Therefore 772, which is a side of the icosahedron, is by 


far greater than VB which is a side of the dodecahedron. 
Q. E. D. 


I say next that xo other figure, besides the said five figures, 
can be constructed which ts contatned by equilateral and egui- 
angular figures egual to one another. 

For a solid angle cannot be constructed with two triangles, 
or indeed planes. 

With three triangles the angle of the pyramid is constructed, 
with four the angle of the octahedron, and with five the angle 
of the icosahedron ; 


but a solid angle cannot be formed by six equilateral and equi- 
angular triangles placed together at one point, 
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for, the angle of the equilateral triangle being two-thirds of a 

right angle, the six will be equal to four right angles: 

which is impossible, for any solid angle is contained by angles 

less than four right angles. (x1. 21] 
For the same reason, neither can a solid angle be con- 

structed by more than six plane angles. 


By three squares the angle of the cube is contained, but 
by four it is impossible for a solid angle to be contained, 
for they will again be four right angles. 

By three equilateral and equiangular pentagons the angle 
of the dodecahedron is contained ; 
but by four such it is impossible for any solid angle to be 
contained, 
for, the angle of the equilateral pentagon being a right angle 
and a fifth, the four angles willbe greater than four right 
angles : 
which is impossible. 


Neither again will a solid angle be contained by other 
polygonal figures by reason of the same absurdity. 
Therefore etc. 


Q. E. D. 


LEMMA. 


But that the angle of the equilateral and equiangular 
pentagon is a right angle and a fifth we must prove thus. 
Let ABCDE be an equilateral and equiangular 
pentagon, A 
let the circle ABCDE be cir- 
cumscribed about it, 
let its centre Æ be taken, E 
and let F4, FB, FC, FD, FE 
be joined. 8 
Therefore they bisect the 
angles of the pentagon at A, 
5, C, D, £. 
And, since the angles at & D 
are equal to four right angles 
and are equal, 
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therefore one of them, as the angle AFA, is one right angle 
less a fifth ; 
therefore the remaining angles FAB, ABF consist of one 
right angle and a fifth. 

But the angle FAP is equal to the angle FBC ; 
therefore the whole angle BC of the pentagon consists of 
one right angle and a fifth. 

Q. E. D. 


We have seen in the preceding notes that, if 7 be the radius of the sphere 
circumscribing the five solid figures, 


(edge of tetrahedron) = 3,/6.7, 
(edge of octahedron) = ,/2.% 
(edge of cube) = $ V3.7, 


(edge of icosahedron) = : To (5— 4/5), 


(edge of dodecahedron) = s (15 — A3). 


Euclid here exhibits the edges of all the five regular solids in one figure. 
(1) Make AD equal to 22. 


Thus BA=3AD, 
and BA: AD=BA'?: AF’; 
therefore BA? =3 AF”, 
Thus AF- NE .ar = 6 . v = (edge of tetrahedron). 
(2) AB: BF?=AB:BD 
=3it 
Therefore BF? =4 AB’, 
or BF- "E Es 3 ee 3.7 (edge of cube). 
(3) AB? = 2BE% 
Therefore BE = [2.7 = (edge of octahedron). 


(4) Draw AG perpendicular and equal to 4B. Join GC, meeting the 
semicircle in H, and draw /ZX perpendicular to 4B. 


Then GA=2AC; 
therefore, by similar triangles, AK =2KC. 
Hence HTK? = 4KC°, 
and therefore SAC = ER? + KC? 
= HC 
= CB. 
Again, since 42 —2C5, and AD=2DB, 
by subtraction, BD=2DC, 


or BC=3DC, 
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"Therefore 9oDC - BC? 
-5KC. 
Hence KC > CD. 
Make CL equal to KC, draw ZM at right angles to AB, and join 
AM, MB. 
Since CB -SKEC, 
AB. -SKD. 
It follows that KZ (= M. p) is the radius of, or the side of the regular 
hexagon in, the circle containing the pentagonal sections of the icosahedron. 
[xur. 16] 
And, since 


27 = (side of hexagon) + 2 (side of decagon in same circle) 
[xir 16, Por.] 


AK = LB = (side of decagon in the said circle). 
But LM = HK = KL = (side of hexagon in circle). 
Therefore LM? + ZB? (= BM?) = (side of pentagon incircle ^ [xur. ro] 
= (edge of icosahedron)’, 


and BM = (edge of icosahedron). 
{More shortly, HK = 2KC, 
whence HK? =4KC", 
and sKEC?- HC - p. 
Also AK =~ CK» r(1- 7.) 
X5 
Thus BM? = HK? + AK? 
deren) 
-l?9-Z[r-- 
5 V5 
10 2 
5 X5 
- 7 (ro - 245), 
5 
and BM = 4 N10 (5 — J5) = (edge of icosahedron).| 


(5) Cut BF (the edge of the cube) in extreme and mean ratio at JV. 
Then, if B/V be the greater segment, 
BN = (edge of dodecahedron). [xur. 17] 


[Solving, we obtain 
BN- Mica .BF 


Lu c oe o 
a AS. 
- (V15 - a) 


= (edge of dodecahedron).| 
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(6) If 4, o, c are the edges of the tetrahedron, octahedron and cube 
respectively, 
47? = 3f? = 20! = 30. 
If each of these equals is put equal to X, 


47 =X, 

P-&.X 
=$. X, 
ĉ=}.X, 


whence 42:2:0:892614:3:2, 
and the ratios between 27, 7, o, c are all rational (in Euclid's sense). 

The ratios between these and the edges of the icosahedron and the 
dodecahedron are zrratzonal. 

(7) To prove that 

(edge of icosahedron) > (edge of dodecahedron), 

Le. that MB > NB. 

By similar As ZDB, AFB, 

DB *BF= BF: BA, 


or DB: BA=DB : BE. 
But 3DB-BA; 
therefore BEF? =3DP. 
By hypothesis, AD =4DB; 
therefore AD> BF, 
and, a fortiori, AL> BEF. 


Now LA is the side of a hexagon, and 4X the side of a decagon in the 
same circle ; 


therefore, when AZ is divided in extreme and mean ratio, KZ is the greater 
segment. 


And, when BF is divided in extreme and mean ratio, BW is the greater 
segment. 
Therefore, since AL> BF, 


KI > BN, 
or LM > BN. 
And therefore, a fortiori, MB > BN. 


APPENDIX. 


I. THE CONTENTS OF THE SO-CALLED BOOK XIV. 
BY HYPSICLES. 


This supplement to Euclid's Book x11. is worth reproducing for the sake 
not only of the additional theorems proved in it but of the historical notices 
contained in the preface and in one or two later passages. Where I translate 
literally from the Greek text, I shall use inverted commas; except in such 
passages I reproduce the contents in briefer form. 

I have already quoted from the Preface (Vol. 1. pp. 5—6), but I will 
repeat it here. 


* Basilides of Tyre, O Protarchus, when he came to Alexandria and met 
my father, spent the greater part of his sojourn with him on account of the 
bond between them due to their common interest in mathematics. And on 
one occasion, when looking into the tract written by Apollonius about the 
comparison of the dodecahedron and icosahedron inscribed in óne and the 
same sphere, that is to say, on the question what ratio they bear to one 
another, they came to the conclusion that Apollonius’ treatment of it in this 
book was not correct; accordingly, as I understood from my father, they 
proceeded to amend and rewrite it. But I myself afterwards came across 
another book published by Apollonius, containing a demonstration of the 
matter in question, and I was greatly attracted by his investigation of the 
problem. Now the book published by Apollonius is accessible to all; for it 
has a large circulation in a form which seems to have been the result of later 
careful elaboration. 

* For my part, I determined to dedicate to you what I deem to be 
necessary by way of commentary, partly because you will be able, by reason 
of your proficiency in all mathematics and particularly in geometry, to pass an 
expert judgment upon what I am about to write, and partly because, on 
account of your intimacy with my father and your friendly feeling towards 
myself, you will lend a kindly ear to my disquisition. But it is time to have 
done with the preamble and to begin my treatise itself. 


[Prop. 1.] * The perpendicular drawn from the centre of any circle to the 
side of the pentagon inscribed in the same circle is half the sum of the side of the 
hexagon and of the side of the decagon inscribed in the same circle.” 
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Let ABC be a circle, and BC the side of the inscribed regular pentagon. 
Take D the centre of the circle, draw DZ from D perpendicular to BC, 
and produce DE both ways to meet the circle in F A. 
I say that DZ is half the sum of the side of the hexagon and of the side 
of the decagon inscribed in the same circle. 
Let DC, CF be joined; make GE equal to ZF, and join GC. 
Since the circumference of the circle is five 
times the arc BFC, A 
and half the circumference of the circle is the arc 
ACE, 
while the arc FC is half the arc BFC, 


therefore (arc ACF) = 5 (arc FC) 


or (arc AC) = 4 (are CF). 
Hence LADC=4 | CDF, 
and therefore LAFC=2 L CDF. 
Thus LCGF-LAFC-2 4 CDF; à E 6 
therefore [1. 32] 4 CDG=4 DCG, F 
so that DG=GC=CF. 
And GE = EF; 
therefore DE = EF + FC. 
Add DE to each ; 
therefore 2DE = DF + FC. 


And D's the side of the regular hexagon, and FC the side of the regular 
decagon, inscribed in the same circle. 
Therefore etc. 


* Next it is manifest from the theorem [12] in Book xir. that the perpen- 
dicular drawn from the centre of the circle to the side of the equilateral triangle 
{inscribed in it] zs half of the radius of the circle, 


(Prop. 2.] “The same circle circumscribes both the pentagon of the dodeca- 
hedron and the triangle of the icosahedron inscribed in the same sphere. 


“This is proved by Aristaeus in his work entitled Comparison of the five 
figures. But Apollonius proves in the second edition of his comparison of the 
dodecahedron with the icosahedron that, as the surface of the dodecahedron 
is to the surface of the icosahedron, so also is the dodecahedron itself to the 
icosahedron, becauge the perpendicular from the centre of the sphere to the 
pentagon of the dodecahedron and to the triangle of the icesahedron is the 
same. 

** But it is right that I too should prove that 
[Prop. 2] The same circle circumscribes both the pentagon of the dodecahedron 
and the triangle of the icosahedron inscribed in the same sphere. 


“For this I need the following 
Lemma. 


* Tf an equilateral and eguiangular pentagon be inscribed in a circle, the sum 
of the squares on the straight line subtending two sides and on the side of the 
pentagon ts five times the square on the radius.” 


H. E. HI. 33 
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Let ABC be a circle, AC the side of the pentagon, D the centre; 
draw DF perpendicular to AC and produce it to 
, E 
join AB, AE. i 
I say that 
BA -+ A4AC = 5DE. 
For, since BZ = 2 £D, 


BE = AED. 
And BE = BA MAE; 
therefore BÆ + AF? + EZDP-SED. 
But AC =DE + EA; 
[Eucl. xir. 10] 5 md 2 
therefore BA’? + AC? =5 DE. 


“This being proved, it is required to prove that the same circle circum- 
scribes both the pentagon of the dodecahedron and the triangle of the 
icosahedron inscribed in the same sphere.” 

Let AB be the diameter of the sphere, and let a dodecahedron and an 
icosahedron be inscribed. 


A 
[e] 





Let CDEFG be one pentagon of the dodecahedron, and AZZ one 
triangle of the icosahedron. 
I say that the radii of the circles circumscribing them are equal. 
Join DG; then DG is the side of a cube inscribed in the sphere. 
[Eucl. xin. 17] 
Take a straight line MX such that 4B? = 5M. 
Now the square on the diameter of the sphere is five times the square on 
the radius of the circle from which the icosahedron is described. 
[xirr. 16, Por.] 
Therefore MN is equal to the radius of the circle passing through the five 
vertices of the icosahedron which form a pentagon. 
Cut MN in extreme and mean ratio at O, MO being the greater segment. 
Therefore MO is the side of the decagon in the circle with radius MN. 
[xnn. 9 and 5, converse] 
Now 5MN? = AB = 3DG4. [xur. 15] 
But 3DE :3CG - 5 MN? : 5 MO 
(since, if DG is cut in extreme and mean ratio, the greater segment is equal 
to CG, and, if two straight lines are cut in extreme and mean ratio, their 
segments are in the same ratio: see lemma later, pp. 518—9). 
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And 5MO? + 5MN° =5KL*. 
[This follows from x1. 10, since XZ is, by the construction of x11. 16, the 
side of the regular pentagon in the circle with radius equal to MI, that is, the 
circle in which MA is the side of the inscribed hexagon and MO the side of 
the inscribed decagon.] 


Therefore 5KL? = 3CG*? + 3DG. 
But 5 KZ? = 15 (radius of circle about XZ)’, [xu 12] 
and 3DG + 3CG? = 15 (radius of circle about COE FGYy. 


[Lemma above] 
Therefore the radii of the two circles are equal. 
Q. E. D. 


[Prop. 3.] “Z there be an equilateral and egutangular pentagon and a 
circle circumscribed about it, and if a perpendicular be drawn from the centre to 
one side, then 

30 times the rectangle contained by the side and the perpendicular is equal to 
the surface of the dodecahedron.” 


Let ABCDE be the pentagon, F the centre of the circle, #G the 
perpendicular on a side CD 


I say that A 

30CD. FG = 12 (area of pentagon). 
Let C£, FD be joined. B E 
Then, since 


CD.FG-2(ACDPF) 
5CD.FG=10(ACDF), 
whence 30CD. FG = 12 (area of pentagon). Q D 


Similarly we can prove that, 


[Prop. 4] Z ABC Ze an equilateral triangle in a 
circle, D the centre, and DE perpendicular to BC, 


30BC . DE = (surface of icosahedron). 


For DE. BC=2(ADBC); 
therefore 3DE.BC=6(ADBC) 
=2(AABC), 


whence 30DE.BC=20(AABC). 


It follows that [Prop. 5] 


(surface of dodecahedron) : (surface of icosahedron) 
= (side of pentagon) . (its perpendicular) : (side of triangle) . (its perp.). 





“This being clear, we have next to prove that, 


[Prop. 6] As the surface of the dodecahedron is to the surface of the icosahedron, 
so is the side of the cube to the side of the icosahedron.” 


33—2 
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Let ABC be the circle circumscribing the pentagon of the dodecahedron 
and the triangle of the icosahedron, and let CD 
be the side of the triangle, ÆC that of the 


pentagon. 

Let Æ be the centre, and ZF, EG perpen- ‘i 
diculars to CD, AC. 

Produce ÆG to meet the circle in B and 
join BC. 

Set out 77 equal to the side of the cube in- p s 
scribed in the same sphere. B 

I say that 

(surface of dodecahedron) : (surface of icosahedron) 
=A: CD. 

For, since the sum of EB, BC is divided at B in extreme and mean ratio, 
and BE is the greater segment, [xin. 9] 
and EG=%3(#B+BC), [Prop. 1] 
while EF- i8E, [see p. 513 above] 


therefore, if ÆG is divided in extreme and mean ratio, the greater segment is 
equal to .E^ [that is to say, since ZB is the greater segment of LB + BC 
divided in extreme and mean ratio, LEZ is the greater segment of 
$CEB BC) similarly divided]. 

But, if Æ is also divided in extreme and mean ratio, the greater segment 


is equal to CA. [xri 17, Por.] 
Therefore H:CA=EG: EF, 
or FE. H=CA. EG. 
And, since AH: CD=FE.H:FE.CD, 
and FE.H=CA. EG, 
therefore H:CD=CA.EG:FE.CD 
= (surface of dodecahedron) : (surf. of icos.). 
[Prop. 5] 





Another proof of the same theorem. 

Preliminary. 

Let ABC be a circle and AB, AC sides of an inscribed regular pentagon. 

Join BC; take D the centre of the circle, join 4D and produce it to 
meet the circle at Æ. Join BD. 


Let DF be made equal«to 44D, and CZ equal A 
to $CG. 
I say that B AES 
rect. AF. BA = (area of pentagon). | 
For, since 4D = 2DF, 
AF=3AD. 
And, since GC = 3H, Ld 
GC =3GH. E 
Therefore FA:AD=CG: GH, 
so that AF.GH=AD.CG 
=AD. BG 


=2(AABD). 
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Therefore 

5AF. GH=10(A ABD) =2 (area of pentagon). 
And GH=2HC; 

therefore 54 F. HC = (area of pentagon), 

or AF. BH = (area of pentagon). 


Proof of theorem. 


This being clear, let the circle be set out which circumscribes the pentagon 
of the dodecahedron and the triangle of the icosahe- 
dron inscribed in the same sphere. 

Let ABC be the circle, and AB, AC two sides of 
the pentagon ; join BC. 

Take Æ the centre of the circle, join 44 and 
produce it to Æ 

Let AE -2EG, KC=3CH. 

Through G draw DM at right angles to 4F 
meeting the circle at D, M; 

DM is then the side of the inscribed equilateral 
triangle. 

Join AD, AM, which are equal to DM. 





Now, since AG. BH = (area of pentagon), 
and AG. GD = (area of triangle), 
therefore BH : GD = (area of pentagon) : (area of triangle), 
and 122 H : 20GD = (surface of dod.) : (surface of icos.). 


But 1227 2 108C, since BH=5AC, and BC=6HC; 
and 20GD=10DM; 
therefore (surface of dodecahedron) : (surface of icosahedron) 
= (side of cube) : (side of icosahedron). 


* Next we have to prove that, 


[Prop. 7] Jf any straight line whatever be cut in extreme aud mean ratio, then, 
as is (1) the straight line the square on which ts equal to the sum of the squares 
on the whole line and on the greater segment to (2) the straight line the square on 
which is equal to the sum of the squares on the whole and on the lesser segment, 
so ts (3) the side of the cube to (4) the side of the icosahedron.” 


Let 4B be the circle circumscribing both the pentagon of the dodeca- 
hedron and the triangle of the icosahedron inscribed 
in the same sphere, C the centre of the circle, and A 
CB any radius divided at D in extreme and mean 
ratio, CD being the greater segment. 

CD is then the side of the decagon inscribed in 
the circle. [xir. 9 and 5, converse] B 

Let Æ be the side of the icosahedron, Z that of 
the dodecahedron, and G that of the cube, inscribed 
in the sphere. 

Then Æ, Fare the sides of the equilateral triangle 
and pentagon inscribed in the circle, and, if Ẹ is 
divided in extreme and mean ratio, the greater 
segment is equal to Z. [un 17, Por] G 


"m 
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Thus = 3BC%, [xur. 12] 
and CE + BD? = 3CD*. [xm. 4] 
Therefore E: CP = (CB + BD): CD", 
or EB: (CR + BD) = CB: CP 
LG, 


Therefore, alternately and Par 
CG: B=: (CB + BD). 
But #?= BC+ CD’; Fen the square on the side of the pentagon is equal 


to the sum of the squares on the sides of the hexagon and decagon inscribed 
in the same circle. [XXL 10] 


Therefore G: B=(BC?+ CD) : (CB? + BD"), 
which is the result required. 


It has now to be proved that 
[Prop. 8] (Side of cube) : (side of icosahedron) 
= (content of dodecahedron) : (content of icosahedron). 


Since equal circles circumscribe the pentagon of the dodecahedron and 
the triangle of the icosahedron inscribed in the same sphere, 


and in a sphere equal circular sections are equally distant from the centre, 


the perpendiculars from the centre of the sphere to the faces of the two solids 
are equal ; 


in other words, the pyramids with the centre as vertex and the pentagons of 
the dodecahedron and the triangles of the icosahedron respectively as bases 
are of equal height. 


Therefore the pyramids are to one another as their bases. 
Thus (12 pentagons) : (20 triangles) 
= (12 pyramids on pentagons) : (20 pyramids on triangles), 
or (surface of dodecahedron) : (surface of icosahedron) 


= (content of dod.) : (content of icos.). 
Therefore 


(content of dodecahedron) : (content of icosahedron) 
= (side of cube) : (side of icosahedron). [Prop. 6] 
Lemma. 


Lf two straight lines be cut in extreme and mean ratio, the segments of both 
are in one and the same ratio. 


Let AB be cut in extreme and mean ratio at C, AC being the greater 
segment ; 


and let DE be cut in extreme and mean ratio at Æ DP being the greater 
segment. 








I say that AB: AC=DE: DF. A c B 
Since AB. BC=AC', B F E 
and DE .EF= DF”, : 


AB.BCiAC? DE. EF: DF’, 
and 44B. BC: AC Z ADE. EF: DEF. 
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Componendo, 
(444B.BC+ AC?) : AC = (4DE. EF+ DF’): DF? 
or (4B + BCF: AC =(DE + EF): DF’; fr. 8] 
therefore (4B + BC): AC=(DE + EF): DF. 


Componendo, 
(4B+ BC+AC):AC=(DE+EF+ DE): DF, 
or: 24B: AC-2DE:DF; 
that is, AB: AC- DE: DE 


Summary of results. 


. If AB be any straight line divided at C in extreme and mean ratio, AC 
being the greater segment, and if we have a cube, a dodecahedron and an 
icosahedron inscribed in one and the same sphere, then: 


(1) (side of cube) : (side of icosahedron) = ,/ (482+ AC?) : J (AP? - BC?); 


(2) (surface of dod.) : (surface of icos.) 
— (side of cube) : (side of icosahedron) ; 
(3) (content of dod.) : (content of icos.) 


— (surface of dod.) : (surface of icos.) ; 
and (4) (content of dodecahedron) : (content of icos.) 
= /(4B?+AC*): (AB - BC?) 


I. NOTE ON THE SO-CALLED “BOOK XV." 


The second of the two Books added to the genuine thirteen is also 
supplementary to the discussion of the regular solids, but is much inferior 
to the first, * Book xrv.” Its contents are of less interest and the exposition 
leaves much to be desired, being in some places obscure and in others 
actually inaccurate. It consists of three portions unequal in length. The 
first (Heiberg, Vol. V. pp. 40—48) shows how to inscribe certain of the 
regular solids in certain others, (2) a tetrahedron (“pyramid”) in a cube, 
(5) an octahedron in a tetrahedron (“pyramid”), (c) an octahedron in a cube, 
(d) a cube. in an octahedron and (e) a dodecahedron in an icosahedron. 
The second portion (pp. 48—50) explains how to calculate the number of 
edges and the number of solid angles in the five solids respectively. The 
third (pp. 50—66) shows how to determine the angle of inclination between 
faces meeting.in an edge of any one of the solids. The method is to con- 
struct an isosceles triangle with vertical angle equal to the said angle of 
inclination ; from the middle point of any edge two perpendiculars are drawn 
to it, one in each of the two faces intersecting in that edge; these perpen- 
diculars (forming an angle which is the inclination of the two faces to one 
another) are used to determine the two equal sides of an isosceles triangle, 
and the base of the triangle is easily found from the known properties of the 
particular solid. The rules for drawing the respective isosceles triangles are 
first given all together in general terms (pp. 50—52); and the special interest 
of the passage consists in the fact that the rules are attributed to "Isidorus 
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our great teacher." This Isidorus is no doubt Isidorus of Miletus, the 
architect of the Church of St Sophia at Constantinople (about 532 A.D.), 
whose pupil Eutocius also was; he is often referred to by Eutocius (Comm. 
on Archimedes) as 6 Micros pnyavixds “Ioidwpos vjjiérepos 8&akoAos. Thus 
the third portion of the Book at all events was written by a pupil of Isidorus 
in the sixth century. Kluge (De Euclidis elementorum libris gut feruntur XIV. 
et XV, Leipzig, 1891) has closely examined the language and style of the 
three portions and conjectures that they may be the work of different authors; 
the first portion may, he thinks, date from the end of the third century (the 
time of Pappus), and the second portion too may be older tban the third. 
Hultsch however (art. “ Eukleides ” in Pauly-Wissowa's Real-Encyclopadte der 
classisthen Altertumswissenschaft, 1907) does not think his arguments con- 
vincing. 

It may be worth while to set out the particulars of Isidorus' rules for 
constructing isosceles triangles with vertical angles equal respectively to 
the angles of inclination between faces meeting in an edge of the several 
regular solids. A certain base is taken, and then with its extremities as 
centres and a certain other straight line as radius two circles are drawn; 
their point of intersection determines the vertex of the particular isosceles 
triangle. In the case of the cube the triangle is of course right-angled; in 
the other cases the bases and the equal sides are as shown below. 


Equal sides of 





Base of isosceles triangle isosceles triangle 
For the tetrahedron the side of a triangular face the perpendicular from the 
vertex of a triangular face 
to its base 
For the octahedron the diagonal of the square ditto 
on one side of a triangular 
face 
For the icosahedron the chord joining two non- ditto 


consecutive angular points 
of the regular pentagon on 
an edge (the ‘pentagon of 
the icosahedron”) 


For the dodecahedron the chord joining two non- | the perpendicular from the 
consecutive angular points middle point of the chord 
of a pentagonal face [BC joining two non-consecu- 
in the figure of Eucl. xm. tive angular points of a 
17] face to the parallel side of 


that face (4X in the figure 
of Eucl. XIII. 17] 
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Frontispiece. This is a facsimile of a page (fol. 45 verso) of the famous 
Bodleian Ms. of the Elements, D'Orville 301 (formerly x. x inf. 2, 30), written 
in the year 888. The scholium in the margin, not very difficult to decipher, 
though some letters are almost rubbed out, is one of the scholia Vaticana 
given by Heiberg (Vol. v. p. 263) as tit. No. 15: Ata rot xévrpou obaóv où Ñv 
Cntycews a£iov, e dixa réuvovaw üXNjAas" TÒ yap kévrpov abrdv 5) diyoropia. 
dpoiws Kol 1 el TAS érépas 51d TOD kévrpov ovens 7 érépa py dia TOU kévrpov e, 
ór, où Sixa réuverar » dia Tod kévrpov. The x before ei in the last sentence 
should be omitted. PFVat. read xj without €. The marginal references lower 
down are of course to propositions quoted, (1) &à rò a’ rod y, “by rir. 1,” and 
(2) Stà Tò y rot airo), “by 3 of the same.” 


Vol i p. 20. Iam aware that the assumption that the reference in the 
Mechanics (1. 24, p. 62, ed. Nix and Schmidt) is to Posidonius of odes is dis- 
puted. It is pointed out that the context seems to show that the Posidonius 
referred to lived before Archimedes. Hoppe considers that the reference is 
to Posidonius of Alexandria, who was a pupil of Zeno the Stoic in the third 
century B.C. (cf. Meier, De Heronis aetate, pp. 19—21). The passage of the 
Mechanics in the German translation is as follows: *'Posidonius, ein Stoiker, 
hat den Schwer- und Neigungspunkt in einer natiirlichen (physikalischen ?) 
Definition bestimmt und gesagt: der Schwer- oder Neigungspunkt ist ein 
solcher Punkt, dass, wenn die Last in demselben aufgehängt wird, sie in zwei 
gleiche Teile geteilt wird. Deshalb haben Archimedes und seine Anhänger 
in der Mechanik diesen Satz spezialisiert und einen Unterschied gemacht 
zwischen dem Aufhàngepunkt und dem Schwerpunkt." This passage may 
certainly indicate that Posidonius’ definition “represents a more imperfect 
standpoint than that of Archimedes” (Enestróm in Bibliotheca Mathematica 
Vili, p. 177). But I do not feel certain that * deshalb? necessarily means so 
much as that it was the particular definition given by Posidonius personally 
which suggested to Archimedes the necessity for a distinction between the 
* Aufhangepunkt” and the “Schwerpunkt.” I agree however with Meier 
(p. 21) that the doubt as to the reference makes it impossible to build upon 
the passage for the purpose of determining the date of Heron. 


Vol. 1. pp. 32—33. As bearing on the question whether Proclus continued 
his commentary beyond Book 1., I should have referred to the scholium pub- 
lished by Heiberg in Hermes XXXVII, 1903, p. 341, No. 17. It begins with 
the heading *Scholium on the scholium of Proclus on the gth proposition 
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where he says...” the words then quoted being taken from the last five lines 
of the long scholium x. No. 62 (Heiberg, Vol. v. pp. 450—2), one of the 
scholia Vaticana; and similar words lower down are accompanied by the 
parenthetical remark, ‘as the scholium of the divine Proclus says." If Proclus 
was really the author of the scholium, this is a point in favour of those who 
maintain that Proclus did write commentaries on the other Books (cf. Meier, 
De Heronis aetate, pp. 27—28). Heiberg however points out that, while the 
scholium shows that a Byzantine scholar took the collection of scholia 
Vaticana to be the work of Proclus, it does not prove more than this, and 
certainly it is not conclusive evidence that Proclus' commentaries covered all 
the Books. ‘That this is possible cannot be denied; the scholia Vaticana to 
the other Books may, like those to Book 1., have been extracted from Proclus, 
as also may the fragments which they contain of the commentary of Pappus, 
though it 1s not easy to explain why Proclus should have included extracts 
from Pappus which had already been put into the text by Theon. But it is 
much more probable, Heiberg thinks, that a Byzantine mathematician who 
had in his Ms. of Euclid the collection of scholia Vaticana, and knew that 
those on Book 1. came from Proclus, himself attached the name of Proclus to 
the rest of the collection; and this hypothesis seems to be confirmed by the 
fact that none of the other, older, sources of the scholia Vaticana have 
Proclus name in x. No. 62. 


Vol. 1. pp. 64—66.  Hultsch has some valuable remarks on the origin of 
the scholia (Bibliotheca Mathematica vitls, pp. 225 sqq. and art. “ Eukleides ? 
in Pauly-Wissowa's Real-Encyclopiidie der classischen Altertumswissenschaft, 


1907). Theodorus, Plato's teacher, is quoted in Plato's Theactetus 147 D as 


having proved the irrationality of 4/3, ./5 etc. up to /17; and the expres- 
sions used to describe such square roots, evidently Theodorus’ own, are 
Stvapus To8tía, Sivapus rpirovs, OUvapas mevrárovs etc., the “square root” or 
“side” of “one, three, five etc. square feet.” The same phraseology sur- 
vives in the scholia X: Nos. 52, 94, 1495 where we have the expressions 
j Tpérovs, Ü Terpdzrovs, 7) TEVTATOVS, 7) €fdmovs, 7 émramovs, Y Ókrümovs, 7 
évveazous etc. Hultsch concludes that the sources go back as far as 
Theodorus. As regards the extracts from Geminus, Hultsch observes 
that the scholia to Book 1. contain a considerable portion of Geminus' 
commentary on the definitions. They are specially valuable because they 
contain extracts from Geminus ozZy, whereas Proclus, though drawing mainly 
upon him, quotes from others as well On the postulates and axioms the 
scholia give more than is found in Proclus. Hultsch considers it probable 
that the scholium at the beginning of Book v. (No. 3) attributing the discovery 
of the theorems to Eudoxus but their arrangement to Euclid represents the 
tradition going back to Geminus; similarly he regards scholium xi. No. 1 
as having the same origin. 


Vol i p. 7r. The scholium numbered 17 on page 341 in Hermes 
XXXVIII. is taken from a Ms. which was written in the rrth cent. Since the 
Arabic figures in it are in the first hand, it follows that the acquaintance of 
the Byzantines with these figures dates 100 years further back than the date 
given (12th cent.). 


Vol r p. 71. Inthe numerical illustrations of Euclid's propositions 
erential fractions are often used; e.g. approximations to the values of 
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surds are expressed as so many units, so many of the fractions 1/60, so 
many of the fractions 1/60 etc., going as far as “fourth-sixtieths” or the 
fractions 1/6o*. Hultsch wrote a short paper on the sexagesimal fractions 
in the scholia to Book x (Bibliotheca Mathematica v4, pp. 225—233). He 
shows that numbers expressed in these fractions are handled with skill and 
sometimes include results of surprising accuracy, as when 4/27 is given 
(allowing a slight correction of the last fraction by means of the context) 
as 5° 11’ 46" 10”, where ° represents units and dashes the successive 
sexagesimal fractions, which gives for ,/3 the approximation 1° 43' 55" 23”, 
being the same result as that given by Hipparchus in his tables of chords 
reproduced by Ptolemy and correct to the seventh decimal place. Similarly 
A/8 is given as 2° 49' 42" 20 ro"", which is equivalent to J/2 = r'4142135. 
Hultsch gives instances of the various operations, addition, subtraction, 
multiplication and division, carried out in these fractions, and shows how the 
extraction of the square roots was effected, after the method which Theon of 
Alexandria in his commentary on Ptolemy's ovvragis applies to the evaluation 


of //4500, and which evidently goes back to Hipparchus. 


Vol 1. p. ror. In the Bibliotheca Mathematica 1X3, 1908, p. 76, A. Sturm 
notes that the preface to Camerarius Euclid was not by Rhaeticus but by 
Camerarius himself, since the printer of the Steinmetz edition, Johann Stein- 
mann, says, in a short preliminary notice, that Camerarius had written the 
preface 28 years before “sub alieno nomine.” 


Vol rp. 116. The date given for Eudoxus is that arrived at by Susemihl, 
“Die Lebenszeit des Eudoxos von Knidos” in Rhednisches Museum für 
Philologie, LIIL, 1898, pp. 626—8. Hultsch however shows cause for rejecting 
this conjecture and for adhering to the earlier determination of the date as 
408—355 B.C. 


Vol r pp. 249, 379. The statement that Euclid does not use the 
expression ai BAT, “the straight lines BAC,” for “the straight lines BA, AC” 
is not accurate. Although I have not found it in the early Books, it is some- 
what common in Books x, xt and xir. Thus, e.g., in Book x “the rectangle 
(contained) by BD, DC” is often written 70 $zó rGv BAT or rò tad BAT, and 
in one place (X. 59) we find rò ovyxeípevov èx trav årò róv MNZ for “the sum 
of the squares on MN, NO.” In Book xi the contracted form is used in 
expressions for the plane through two straight lines, e.g. rò 8a rdv BAA 
éxiredov, “the plane through BD, DA.” In xur. 11 we have avvagdórepos 
$ ATM for “the sum of the two straight lines DC, CM," where DC, CM 
form an angle. 


Vol. 1. pp- 343—4, 351; Vol. n. p. 97; Vol m1. pp. r—3, etc. Heinrich 
Vogt's paper “Die Geometrie des Pythagoras" in the Bibliotheca Mathematica 
1x, (September, 1908), pp. 14—54, unfortunately appeared too late to be 
noticed in the proper places. I do not think it would have enabled me to 
modify greatly what I have written regarding the supposed discoveries of 
Pythagoras and the early Pythagoreans, because I have throughout endeavoured 
to give the traditions on the subject for what they are worth and no more, and 
not to build too much upon them. Vogt’s paper is however a valuable piece of 
criticism, deserving of careful study; and it requires notice here so far as con- 
siderations of spacé allow. G. Junge had in his paper Wann haben die Griechen 
das Irrationale entdeckt? mentioned above (Vol 1. p. 351, Vol. m1. p. x 7.) 
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tried to prove that Pythagoras himself could not have discovered the irrational ; 
and the object of Vogt’s paper is to go further on the same lines and to 
maintain (1) that the theory of the irrational was first discovered by Theodorus, 
to whom Plato refers, and (2) that neither could Pythagoras himself have been 
the discoverer (a) of the theorem of Eucl. 1. 47, or (2) of the construction of 
the five regular solids in the sense in which they are respectively constructed 
in Eucl. xu, or (c) of the application of areas in its widest sense, equivalent 
to the solution of a quadratic equation in its most general form. Vogt’s main 
argument as regards (a) the theorem of I. 47 is based on a new translation 
which he gives of the well-known passage of Proclus note on the proposition 
(p. 426, 6—9), Tóv pay ie ropéty TÀ dpxata Bovropevov dkovovtas TÒ Dedipypa 
TOTO eis Tlu6ayépay à avoTegzóvrov éoriy evpety Kal Bovburny AeyovTwv atrov ém 
Tf evpéoe. Vogt translates this as follows: “Unter denen, welche das 
Altertum erforschen wollen, kann man einige finden, welche denen Gehór 
geben, die dieses Theorem auf Pythagoras zurückführen und ihn als Stier- 
opferer bei dieser Gelegenheit bezeichnen," * Among those who have a taste 
for research into antiquity, we can find some who give ear to those who refer 
this theorem to Pythagoras and describe him as sacrificing an ox on the 
strength of the discovery." According to this version the words rdv... 
BovXouévov and the words dvaseuaróvrov...xal...Xeyóvrov refer respectively to 
two different sets of persons, in fact two different generations ; the latter are 
older authorities who are supposed to be cited by the former; the former are 
a later generation, perhaps contemporaries of Proclus, some of whom accepted 
the view of the older authorities while others did not. But this would have 
required the article rv before avazeuzóvrev, or some such expression as 
aov rwGv oi avoméjarovet instead of dvemewmóvrev. Vogt’s interpretation is 
therefore quite inadmissible. The persons denoted by dvarepmóvrov are some 
of the persons denoted by rær fjovAouévov ; hence Tannery’s translation, to 
which mine (Vol. 1. p. 350) is equivalent, is the only possible one, namely 
“Si Pon écoute ceux qui veulent raconter l'histoire des anciens temps, on 
peut en trouver qui attribuent ce théoréme à Pythagore et lui font sacrifier un 
boeuf aprés sa découverte " (Za Géométrie grecque, p. 103). dkovovras agrees 
with the assumed så ect of ebpéiv; avazejmóvrov and Aeyóvrov should, strictly 
speaking, have been avaméwrovras and Aéyovras agreeing with rwàs (the direct 
object of evpeiv) understood, but are simply attracted into the case of fov. 
Aopévwy ; the construction is quite intelligible. I agree with Vogt that 
Eudemus’ history contained nothing attributing the theorem to Pythagoras. 
The words of Proclus imply this; but I do not think that they imply (as 
Vogt maintains) any pronouncement by Proclus himself agazms¢ such attribution. 
In my opinion, Proclus is simply determined not to commit himself to any 
view ; his way of evading a decision is the sentence following, éyà ôè Bavpdle 
piv Kai TOUS a puro èro Tdvras TH TOVE Tov Gewpr}paros dànôeig, peclovus òè d ayapatr 
Tov oTotyewryy...; the plural robs zpwrous émwrávras is, I hold, used for the 
very purpose of making the statement as vague as possible ; he will not even 
allow it to be inferred that he attributed the discovery to any single person. 

Returning to 7 r&v aÀóyov mpaypareia (Proclus, p. 65, 19), we may concede 
that the imperfect (arithmetical) theory of proportion would probably be 
discovered earlier than the theory of the irrational; but we can hardly accept 
the reading dvaÀóyov or avaAoywiv (instead of dM yov) until it is confirmed by 
further investigation of the Mss. I do not agree in Vogt's contention that 
the theory of the irrational was first discovered by Theodorus. It seems to 
me that we have evidence to the contrary in the very passage of Plato referred 


ADDENDA ET CORRIGENDA 525 


to. Plato (ZZeaefefus 147 D) mentions V3, ,/5, ... up to V 17 as dealt with by 
Theodorus, but omits ,/2. This fact, along with Plato’s allusions elsewhere 
to the irrationality of ,/2, and to approximations to it, in the expressions dppyros 
and fr? Oiperpos ris mweumddos, as if those expressions had a well-known 
signification, implies that the discovery of the irrationality of ./2 had been 
made before the time of Theodorus. The words 7 rav dAéyov rpaypareia 
might well be used even if the reference is only to ,/2, because the first step 
would be the most difficult, and rpaypareía need not mean the establishment of 
a complete.theory or anything more than **investigation" of a subject. Coming 
now to (4) the construction of the cosmic figures, 7 Trav KoopiKay oxupdrov 
overaots (Proclus, p. 65, 20), I agree with Vogt to the following extent. It is 
unlikely that Pythagoras or even the early Pythagoreans “constructed” the five 
regular solids in the sense of a complete theoretical construction such as we 
find, say, in Eucl xim. ; and it is possible that Theaetetus was the first to 
give these constructions, whether éypaye in Suidas’ notice, mpóros 8& rà mévre 
KaAovmeva, oTeped eypaye, means “constructed” or “wrote upon." But 
otcracts in the above phrase of Proclus may well mean something less than 
the theoretical constructions and proofs of Eucl. xin; it may mean, as Vogt 
says, simply the “ putting together” of the figures in the same way as Plato 
puts them together in the Zimaeus, i.e. by bringing a certain number of angles 
of equilateral triangles and of regular pentagons together at one point. There 
is no reason why the early Pythagoreans should not have “constructed” the 
five’ regular solids in this sense; in fact the supposition that they did so 
agrees well with what we know of their having put angles of certain regular 
figures together round a point (in connexion with the theorem of Eucl. 1. 32) and 
shown that only three kinds of such angles would fill up the space ix one plane 
round the point, But I do not agree in the apparent refusal of Vogt to credit 
the Pythagoreans with the knowledge of the theoretical construction of the 
regular pentagon as we find it in Eucl Iv. ro, rr. I do not know of any 
reason for rejecting the evidence of the Scholia rv. Nos. 2 and 4 which say 
categorically that “this Book” (Book 1v) and “the whole of the theorems” 
in it (including therefore Props. ro, 11) are discoveries of the Pythagoreans. 
And the division of a straight line in extreme and mean ratio, on which the 
construction of the regular pentagon depends, comes in Eucl Book m. 
(Prop. 11), while we have sufficient grounds for regarding the whole of the 
substance of Book 11. as Pythagorean. I am sorry that, when I was writing on 
the subject of the “five bodies of the sphere" in the fragment of Philolaus 
(Vol. 1. p. 97) my attention had not been called to the version of the 
passage in Diels’ Fragmente der Vorsokratiker (Berlin 1903, p. 254, and 
znd ed. Berlin 1906, p. 244): xai rà piv tas opaipas cwpata mévre vré và, év 
Ta. odatpa rip «xoi» VÓop Kat ya kai d»jp, kal Ò Tas opaipas ÓÀkds, mÉuTTOY, 
“Und zwar gibt es fünf Elemente der Weltkugel: die zz der Kugel befind- 
lichen, Feuer, Wasser, Erde und Luft, und was der Kugel Lastschiff ist, das 
fünfte." If this version is right, there is (as Vogt points out) no allusion here 
to the five regular solids, and the fragment ceases to have any bearing on the 
present question. I will permit myself one more criticism out of many which 
Vogt's paper is sure to evoke. I think he bases too much on the fact that it 
was left for Oenopides (in the period from, say, 470 to 450 B.C.) to discover 
two elementary constructions (with ruler and compass only), namely that of a 
perpendicular to a straight line from an external point (Eucl 1. 12), and 
that of an angle equal to a given rectilineal angle (Eucl 1. 23). Vogt 
infers that geometry must have been in a very rudimentary condition at 
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the time. I do not think this follows; the explanation would seem to be 
rather that, the restriction of the instruments used in constructions to the 
ruler and compass not having been definitely established before the time 
when Oenopides wrote, it had not previously occurred to anyone to substitute 
new constructions based on that principle for others previously in vogue. In 
the case of the perpendicular, for example, the cónstruction would no doubt, 
in earlier days, have been made by means of a set square. 


Vol. I. p. 411, column 2, line 12, for éxarépa éxarépa read éxarépa éxarépa. 


Vol nu. pp. 189—190. Hultsch (art. “ Eukleides” in Pauly-Wissowa’s 
Real-Encyclopidie der classischen Altertumswissenschaff) thinks that the defini- 
tion of compound ratio (v1. Def. 5) is genuine. His grounds are (1) that it stood 
in the wadatd éxdoats represented by P (though P only has it in the margin) 
and (2) that some explanation on the subject must have been given by way of 
preparation for vi. 23, while there is nothing in the definition which is zz- 
consistent with the mode of statement of vi. 23. If however the definition is 
after all genuine, I should be inclined to regard it as a mere survival from 
earlier text-books, like the first of the two alternative definitions of a solid 
angle (x1. Def. 11); for its form seems to suit the old theory of proportion 
applicable to commensurable quantities only better than the generalised 
theory due to Eudoxus. 


Vol. 11 pp. 424—5. I should have added to the note on “perfect 
numbers” the following references. Nicomachus (t. 16, 2—7) observes that 
perfect numbers are rare, there being only one among the units (6), one 
among the tens (28), one among the hundreds (496) and one among the 
thousands (8128), and that they end alternately in 6 and 8. Cf. Iamblichus, 
P. 33, 15—25. 

Nesselmann (Die Algebra der Griechen, p. 164, note) gives a reference to a 
letter from Fermat to Mersenne (Varia opera mathematica Petri de Fermat, 
Tolosae, 1679, p. 177) in which Fermat enunciates three propositions which 
much facilitate the investigation whether a number of the form 2" — 1 is prime 
or not. If we write in one line the successive exponents 1, 2, 3, 4 etc. of 
the successive powers of 2 and underneath them respectively, in another line, 
the numbers representing the corresponding powers of 2 diminished by 1, 
thus, 

123 4 5 6 1 8 9 IO I ous z 


I 3 7 I5 31 63 127 255 5II 1023 2047...... 2”—I 


the following relations are found to subsist between the numbers in the first 
line and those directly below them in the second line. 

r. If the exponent is not a prime number, the corresponding number is 
not a prime number either (since a?! — 1 is always divisible by a? — x as well 
as by a — 1). 

2. If the exponent is a prime number, the corresponding number 
"vo 2 24-1. 








diminished by 1 is divisible by twice the exponent. (5 ; so that 


27 
this is a special case of ‘‘ Fermat's theorem " that, if 7 is a prime number and 


a is prime to 2, then @?~'—1 is divisible by 2) 
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3. 1f the exponent z is à prime number, the corresponding number is 
only divisible by numbers of the form (2727+ 1). If therefore the corre- 
sponding number in the second line has no factor of this form, it has no 
integral factor. 

'The first and third of these propositions are those which are specially useful 
for the purpose in question. As usual, Fermat does not give his proofs but 
merely adds: “Voilà trois fort belles propositions que j'ay trouvées et 
prouvées non sans peine. Je les puis appeller les fondements de l'invention 
des nombres parfaits." 


_ The "hrst four perfect numbers, those mentioned above as given by 
Nicomachus, are 


2(22—1)26, 2*(2?5—1)-28, 2*(25— 1) 496, 29(2'— 1) « 8128. 


Hultsch investigated the next four, the fifth to the eighth (JVacAz. d. Gesell- 
schaft d. Wissensch. zu Gottingen, 1895, pp. 246 sqq.); the fifth is 
2? (23 — 1) = 33,550,336, the sixth 215(277— 1), the seventh 27? (27?— 1), and the 
eighth 239 (2? — 1), which is greater than 2 trillions. The ninth, 2® (2% — x), 
was discovered by P. Seelhoff (Zeitschrift für Math. u. Physik XXXI., 1886, 
pp. 174—8) and verified by Lucas (Mathésis vii. pp. 45—46) ; Hultsch also 
wrote upon it (Abhandlungen der Gesellschaft a. Wüssensck. zu Göttingen, 1897, 
pP- 47 Sq.); it has 37 digits. 

Loria (ZZ periodo aureo della geometria greca, p. 39) gives further references. 
He observes that the question of the existence of further prime numbers of 
the form 2*— 1 where ~>61 is not yet solved; it would be, however, if it 
were found possible to prove the empirical theorem of Catalan that, if 2" — 1 


is a prime number (7), the numbers 2 = 2f — 1, 4" = 24 — x etc. will also be 
prime numbers (* Mélanges mathématiques " in Mémoires de la Société de Liége, 
2° Série, xr. p. 376). There have also been attempts, so far unsuccessful, to 
solve the question whether there exist other *' perfect numbers” than those of 
Euclid and, in particular, perfect numbers which are odd (cf. several notes by 
Sylvester in Comptes vendus CVI., 1888 ; Catalan, “ Mélanges mathématiques " in 
Mém. de la Soc. de Liége, 2° Série, XV., 1888, pp. 205—7; C. Servais, in 
Mathésis vit. pp. 228—230 and VIII. pp. 92—93, 135; E. Cesàro in Mathésis 
vu. pp. 245—6; E. Lucas in Mathésis x. pp. 74—76). 
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[The references are to volumes and pages. | 


aydvov, angle-less (figure) 1. 187 
ad’varov: ù els TÒ 46, dmaywyh, 1) dtd ToU ad. 
Deis, h els +d ad. dyouca drddeckis 1. 136 

axcdoedys, barb-like 1. 188 

&xpos, extreme (of numbers in a series) 1I. 
328, 367: (els) &kpov xal pécov Xóyov 
TeruísÜa, “to be cut in extreme and 
mean ratio" II. 189 

&Xoryos, having no ratio, irrational 11. 117-8: 
a relative term, resting on assumption or 
convention (Pythagoreans) III. 1, rr: use 
of term restricted in Euclid 11. 12 

auBreta (ywvla), obtuse (angle) 1. 181 

&puBAvydvios, obtuse-angled I. 187 

dyepiys, indivisible 1. 41, 268 

dudixothos (of curvilineal angles) 1. 178 

dudixvpros (of curvilineal angles) 1. 178 

dvaypadew dard, to describe om, contrasted 
with to construct (cvorhcacbat) 1. 348: 
peculiar use of active participle, al toa 
TeTpaywva dvarypadovoa=straight lines on 
which equal squares ave described 111. 13 

dvadoyla, proportion: definitions of, inter- 
polated 11. rx9 

&váXoyov = avd ħóyov, proportional or in pro- 
portion: used as indeclinable adj. and as 
adv. II. 129, 165: uéc; áváXoyov, mean 
proportional (of straight line) II. 129, 
similarly uésos dvddoyor of numbers II. 
295, 363 etc.: tplry (rpíros) áváXoyov, 
third proportional 11. 214, 407-8: reráprm 
(rérapros) áváXoyorv, fourth proportional 
IL. 215, 409: é£fs áváXoyov, in continued 
proportion II. 346 

dvadvouevos (rómos), Treasury of Analysis, 
I. 8, Io, IIl, 138 

vára (Adyos), inverse (ratio), inversely II. 
134 

áracTpéyarrt, convertendo, in proportions II. 
135: analogous use otherwise than in 
proportions IH. 164 

ávacrpod?) Aóyov, "conversion" of a ratio tI. 


135 
dvacrpopixds (species of locus) I. 330 


H. E. III. 


ávucáxis ávicákis Yoos, unequal by unequal 
by equal (of solid numbers) = scalene, 
cóqvickos, o@ykisxos or Bepulekos 1I. 290 

dvop.otopepí,s, non-uniform Y. 40, 161-2 * 

dvouolws rera'yuérov rav Noywr (of perturbed 
proportion) in Archimedes i1. 136 

avravalpeots, } air, definition of same ratio 
in Aristotle (dv@u@atpeois Alexander) 11. 
120: terms explained I1. rar 

ávreremov6óro. ox uaa, reciprocal (= recipro- 
cally related) figures, interpolated def. of, 
IY. r 

Pho conversion Y. 236-7: leading 
variety, 7 mponyounévy or 3 kuplws, ibid. 

avirrapxros, non-existent I. 129 

d£», axis III. 269 

Aópurros, indeterminate: (of lines or curves) 
1. 160: (of problems) I. 129 

araywyh, reduction 1. 138: els TÒ Gdbvarov ` 
I. 136 

Grecpos, infinite: 4 èr’ da. éxBaddouévn of 
line or curve extending without limit and 
not ‘forming a figure" I. 160-1 : im’ dar. or 
els äm. adverbial 1.190: ém’ dw. diapeto Pan 
I. 268: Aristotle on rò dretpov 1. 232-4 

dhar#s, breadthless: in definition of a line, 
ikos àmXarés, breadthless length 1. 158: 
(of prime numbers) 1t. 285 

&mAols, simple: (of lines or curves) 1. 161-2: 
(of surfaces) I. 170 

arbdaks, proof (one of necessary divisions of 
a proposition) I. 129, 130 

&vokaracrarwós, recurrent (spherical), of 
numbers II. 291 

arorouy, apotome, a compound irrational, 
difference of two terms 111. 7: defined in. 
1598-9: péons drorouh mporn (Sevrépa), 
first (second) apotome of a medial (straight 
line) 111. 7, defined 111. 139-60 

Grrecbar, to meet, occasionally to zouch 
(instead of éeámrec0a) 1. 57, 11. 2: also 
=to pass through, to lie om 11. 79 

&p.0uós, number, definitions of, 11. 280 

äppnros, inexpressible, irrational: of déyos 


34 


53° 


I. 1372 dppnros Sidperpos THs memos, 
‘irrational diameter of 5? (Plato) =/50, 
I. 399, III. 12, 525 

apriakis áprioóóvaguor (Nicomachus) 11. 282 

dpriaKis prios, even-Ames even 11. 281-2 

&pruikus wepicods, evert-temes odd Yi. 282-4 

apriomépirros even-odd (Nicomachus etc.) 11. 
282 

&prios (dpcOuds), even (number) ri. 28r 

aovuBaros, incompatible I. 129 

dovpperpos, incommensurable: à. uhket (udvov) 
incommensurable in length (only), 8vráuec 
“in square? III. x1 

&cÜuTTOTOSs, not-meeting, non-secant, asym- 
plotic 5 40, 161, 203: (of parallel planes) 
III. 265 . 

åsúvðeros, incomposite : (of lines) t. 160, 161: 
(of surfaces) 1. 170: (prime and) incom- 
posite (of numbers) 11. 284 

Érakros, unordered: (of problems) 1. 
(of irrationals) I. 115, rur. ro 

&rogot ypaymal, ‘indivisible lines” 1. 268 


128: 


Bá8os, depth 1. 158-9 

Bácis, base 1. 248-9 

BeBukévat to stand (of angle standing on 
circumference) I1. 4 

Beplokos, aMar-shaged (of ‘‘scalene” solid 
numbers) Hi. 290 


yeyovérw (in constructions), “ let it be (have 
been) made” 11. 248 

yeyovüs üv eim rò émcraxddv, “what was 
enjoined will have been done” 11. 8o, 261 

ryeypapdu, “let it be (lit. have deen) drawn” 
I. 242 

vyevouevos, 6 é£ abrGv, “their product” 11. 


316, 326 etc.: 6 éx rod évds ~yevduevos . 


=“ the sguare of the one” II. 327 

yvópwv, gnomon g.v.: Democritus rept ĝia- 
popis yrouoves (yvwuns or *yevigs?) Ñ rept 
wa$cios kÜkAov kal odalpys 11. 40: (of 
numbers) II. 289 

ypauyy, line (or curve) g.v. 

ypausutxds, linear (of numbers in one dimen- 
sion) 11. 287: (of prime numbers) t1. 285: 
ypappixGs, graphically I. 400 

ypaperbat, ‘to be proved” (Aristotle) II. 120 


bedoudvos, given, different senses I. 132-3: 
Euclid’s 8e8ouéva or Data g.v. 

belypara, illustrations, of Stoics 1. 329 

de? Sh, “thus it is required” (or “is neces- 
sary”), introducing ótopucuós 1. 293 

Bebrepos, secondary (of numbers): in Nico- 
-machus and Iamblichus a subdivision of 
odd 11, 286, 287 

dexduevor, ‘admitting " (of segment of circle 
admitting or containing an angle) II. 5 

did-ypayxpa= proposition (Aristotle) 1. 252 

ĉuupeîrhar (used of ‘‘separation” of ratios): 
StapeOévra, separando, opp. to ovyxeiueva, 
componendo 11. 168 

dcalpects, point of division (Aristotle) 1. 165, 
.170, 171: method of division (exhaustion) 
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I. 285: Euclid's wept dtaipéoewv, On divi- 
sions (of figures) 1. 8, 9, 18, 87, 110: ĉial- 
pesis Aóyov, separation, literally division, 
of ratio II. 135 

diduerpos, diameter: ofa circle, parallelogram 
etc. I. 185, 325: of sphere III. 270 

dtacrdces, almost = “dimensions” I. 147, 
188, 111. 262: Aristotle speaks of sZx 111. 263 

Siacrarév, extended, éd! Év one way, éri ĝúo 
two ways, éwl trpila three ways (of lines, 
surfaces and solids respectively) 1. 158, 
170, III. 263 

diaornwa, distance t. 166, 167, 207 : (of radius 
of citele) I. 199: (of an angle) = divergence 
1. 176-7 

Siefevyuévm (dvadoyla), disjoined = discrete 
(proportion) 11. 293 

dedby7t, separando, literally dividendo (of 
proportions) II. 135 

Ore£o0.kós (of a class of loci) 1. 330 

Senpnuevy (avadoyla), discrete (proportion), i.e. 
in four terms, as distinct from continuous 
(cwexhs, quvnppévn) in three terms YI. 131, 


2 

deina, tlet it be drawn through” (=pro- 
duced) or “across” I. 280, 1I. 7 

8v sov, ex aequali (of ratios) 11. 136: òr 
lcov év rerapayuery dvaħoyig, **ex aeguali 
in perturbed proportion" 11. 136 

Stxddoupos, fwzce-truncated (of pyramidal 
numbers) II. 291 

dwopiouds= (1) particular statement or defini- 
tion, one of the formal divisions of a pro- 
position 1. 129: (2) statement of condition 
of possibility 1. 128, 129, 130, 131, 234, 
243, 293 . 

Sirddoros Aóyos, double ratio: Surdaclwv héyos, 
duplicate ratio, contrasted with, 11. 133 
8óvagus, power: -actual value of a sub- 

multiple in units (Nicomachus) ti. 282: 
side of number not a complete square 
(i.e. root or surd) in Plato 11. 288, 290, 

IH. I, 2, 3: =sgeare in Plato II. 294-5 

divacGa, “to be side of square equal to” 
IH. 13: al Suvdpevar abrá, sides of squares 
equal to them HI. 13: 9 BY ris A metov 
divarar rj AZ, ‘‘the square on BC is 
greater than the square on 4 by the square 
on DF,” literally ** BC is ín power greater 
than A y DF” 1n. 43 


eléos, figure II. 234: =form II. 254 

eloayuryh &puovuc?, Jntroduction to Harmony, 
by Cleonides t. 17 

&xasros, each: curious use of, II. 79 

éxarépa éxarépg, meaning respectively 1. 248, 


350 

éxBeBrjobwoar, use of, I. 244 

ékeiyosz- Euclid I. 400 

Éx8ecis, setting-out, one of formal divisions 
of proposition I. 129: may sometimes be 
omitted I. 130 . 

éxrés, xarà Tò (of an exterior angle in sense 
of re-entrant) I. 263: 4 éxrés "yovía, the 
exterior angle 1. 280 
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éxacowv, minor (irrational) straight line 111, 
7 etc. 

éXukoeió js, spiral-shaped 1. 159 

Adeuipa, defect (in application of areas) 11. 262 

é\Aelrev, ‘fall short” (in application of 
areas) II. 262 

Arers, fadling-short (in application of areas) 
I. 36; 343-5, 383-4. . ! 

&XXcrés wpdBrAnua, a deficient (=indetermi- 
nate) problem I. 129 

éurlrrew, fall in (—be interpolated) 11. 358 

évadddé, alternately or (adjectivally) alternate 
I. 308: évaddak ddyos, alternate ratio, 
alternando Y. 134 

ëva melo, '*several ones” (def. of number) 
II. 280 

évapuófew, to fit in (active) Book 1v. Def. 7 
and Prop. x, Ir. 79, 80, 81 

Évyoux, notion, use of, I. 221 

&oracis, objection 1. 135 

évrés, within: (of internal contact of circles) 
IL. 13: Kara rà évrds or 7 évrds (yovía), of 
an interior angle I. 263, 280: 7j évrós kal 
ámevavrlov ywvia, the interior and opposite 
angle I. 280 , 

és áváXoyov, in continued proportion (of 
terms in geometrical progression) II. 346 

érefedxOwoav (erifetvyrum, join) I. 242 

éripdpios Nóryos, superparticularis ratio —ratio 
(z+1) +2, II. 295 

érlrredov, plane in Euclid, used for surface 
also in Plato and Aristotle I. 169, III. 263 

érlaredos (åptð uós), plane (number) 11. 287-8 

émimpocbetv, érimporber elvat, to stand in 
Jront of (hiding from view), in Plato’s 
definitions of straight line and plane 1. 
165, 166 

émi@aveca, surface: in Euclid I. 169: in 
Aristotle 111. 263 

éréueva, consequents (= ‘‘ following” terms) 
in a proportion II. 134, 238 

érepoujxns, oblong: érepdunxes, Oblong (figure) 
I. 151, 188: (of numbers) in Plato =mrpo- 
iákns, which however is distinguished from 
érepowfkys by Nicomachus etc. 11. 289-90, 


293 

m Tò, the straight I. 159: edOeta (ypauuh), 
straight line 1. 165-9 

evdvypaupexds, rectilinear (term for prime 
numbers) II. 285 

ebOU-ypauuos, rectilineal 1. 187: neuter as 
substantive I. 346 

evOuuerpixds, euthymetric (of prime numbers) 
II. 285 

égarrerGat, to touch 1. 57 

èpapuóčew, to coincide, épapubtecOa, to be 
applied to 1. 168, 224-5, 249 

épexrixés (of a class of loci) 1. 330 

épeéfs, “in order” I. 181: of adjacent angles 
I. 181, 278 


hyoúpeva, antecedents (‘‘leading” terms) in 
a proportion II. 134 
rep, than: construction after d:rAaclwy etc. 


Il. 133 
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8edpyua, theorem, g.v. 
8vpeós (shield) =ellipse 1. 165 


Stozjxns, of square number (Iamblichus) 11. 


293 

bores wédn, hippopede (horse-fetter), name 
for a certain curve I. 162-3, 176 

igáxıs loákis iocos, equal multiplied by equal 
and again by equal (of a cube number) 11. 
290, 29t 

lodxts tros, equal multiplied by equal (of a 
square number) II. 291 

lodkts tos édarrovexes (uecfovaxts), species of 
solid numbers, —uóis (Goxis or eryAls) 
IL. 291 

idouérpov cxuuárev, eph On isometric 
figures (Zenodorus) 1. 26, 27, 333 


KáÜeros (ebOcia ypapuýj, perpendicular 1. 
181-2, 271: ‘‘plane” and “solid” per- 
pendicular r. 272 

KaAcícÓc, “let it be called," indicating 
originality of a definition II. 129 

kaumÜXos, curved (of lines) 1. 159 

Karaperpely, measure IL 115: without re- 
mainder,‘ completely” (mAnpovvrws)} 11. 280 

Karackevüte, construct: rv atréy KaTa- 
ckevacÜÉévrov, “with the same construc- 
tion" II. 11 

karackevij, construction, or machinery, one 
of the divisions of a proposition 1. 129: 
sometimes unnecessary I. 130 

Kararoun Kavóvos, Sectio canonis of Euclid 1. 
17, lI. 295 

keloOw, **let it be made” 1. 269 

kekaj4uévr, bent (of lines) 1. 159, 176 

Kévrpov, centre I. 183, 184, 199: of sphere 
II. 270: h êk To) kévrpov- radius I. 199, 
Il. 2 

keparoeldys (ywvla), horn-like (angle) 1. 177, 
178, 182, II. 4, 39, 40 

Kv, to break off, deflect, or inflect: xexddo Oat, 
def. of, alluded to by Aristotle 1. 118, 150, 
176, 178, II. 47: kekAaguévg ypaypr, 
defined by Heron I. r50, 159: kekAás0c 
95 TáNw IL 47 

kAácis, breaking (of lines) 1. 146 

kMce:s, inclination: (of line to line) 1. 176: 
(of straight line to plane or of plane to 
plane) 111. 263-4: óuolos kexMa0at, to be 
similarly inclined 111. 265 

xothoywvior, hollow-angled (figure), in Zeno- 
dorus I. 27, 188 

kowal évvoiat, Common Notions (--axioms) 
I. 221-2: called also rà xowd, kowal 06£o« 
(Aristotle) I. 120, 221 A 

Kowh wporxeloOw, adypyrw, ‘flet there be 
added to, subtracted from, each” I. 276 

kowi] rop, common section (of planes) III. 
2 

KÓkovpos, truncated (of pyramidal number 
minus vertex) II. 291 

Kopud%, vertex : karà kopuphy, vertical (angles) 
I. 278 

xplxos, ring (Heron) 1. 163 
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xuxhikds, cyclic, a particular species of square 
number II. 291 

kÜMwópos, cylinder III. 271 

Küvos, cone III. 270 


Mimua, lemma (=something assumed, Aap- 
Bavóuevov) 1. 133-4 

Abyos, ratio: meaning II. 117: definition of, 
II. 116-9: original meaning (of something 
expressed) accounts for use of dXoyos, 
having no ratio, irrational 11. 117 

Aovrós, remaining: Marh $ AA Marg rj BH 
ton écriv 1. 245 


pel{wv, major (irrational straight line) 111. 7, 
87-8 etc. 

LegovQs0a. to be zsolated, of povds, unit 
(Theon of Smyrna) 11. 279 

Mépos, part: two meanings 1I. 115: generally 
=submultiple 11. 280: uépy, parts (= proper 
fraction) 11. 115, 280: mépņ (= direction) 
I. 190, 308, 323: (=side) I. 271 

Léon dvddoyor (e00eta), uécos áváXovyov (aptb- 
pós), mean proportional (straight line or 
number) II. 129, 295, 363 etc. 

pécos, “medial” (of a certain irrational 
straight line or area) HI. 49, 50 : 7) èx dvo0 
péowv Tpár?) (Bevrépa), ** the first (second) 
bimedial (straight line)” 111. 7, 84-6: 
Kéons daroroun pór: (Oevrépa), *'first 
(second) apotome of a medial (straight 
line)? in. 7, 159-62: fyrdv kal pésov 
duvapévn, '*side of (square equal to) the 
sum of a rational and a medial area" 
III. 7, 88-9 : úo uéca ðuvauévn, ‘‘side of 
the sum of two medial areas" wl. 7, 
89-90: h mera Anrod (uécov) uécov Td ÓXov 
roota, *'side of (square equal to) the 
difference between a medial and a rational 
(medial) area 111. 7, 164-7 

ueréopos, elevated (above a plane) III. 272 

uh yap, ‘suppose it is not” II. 7 

Hijxos, length 1. 158-9: in Plato=side of 
complete square or length commensurable 
with unit of length 11. 288, 111. 3: more 
generally, of number zz one dimension 
II, 287-8 

unvoedys, /une-like (of angle) I. 26, 201: rà 
unvoedés (oxFua), lune 1. 187 

pakrós, “mixed” (of lines or curves) 1. 161, 
162 : (of surfaces) I. 170 

Aovás, unit, monad : supposed etymological 
connexion with góvos, solitary, pov}, rest 
IL. 279: povàs mrpoaAaflolioo, 0éciv, definition 
of a point 1. 155 

povdaTpogos ENE, ** single-turn spiral" 1. 122~ 
37», 164-5: in Pappus- cylindrical helix 
I. 165 


vetoes, inclinations, a class of problems 
I. 150-1: vevew, to verge I. 118, 150 


Evorpoecdys, scraper-like (of angle) 1. 178 


dpoedys, **of the same form” 1. 250 


GENERAL INDEX OF GREEK WORDS AND FORMS 


dporonepys, uniform (of lines or curves) I. 40, 
161-2 

öpoos, similar: (of rectilineal figures) 11. 188: 
(of angles) = equal (Thales, Aristotle) 1. 
252: (of segments of circles) IL. 5; (of 
plane and solid numbers) I. 357, 11. 293 

duotdrns Xoyov, * similarity of ratios” (inter- 
polated def. of proportion) 11. 119 

ópóXoyos, homologous, corresponding 11. 134: 
exceptionally “in the same ratio with" 
II. 238 

övopa, name or Zerzi, in such expressions as 
3 ék Sto óvouárev, the binomial (straight 
line) rn. 7 etc. 

é£éia. (ywvla), acute (angle) 1. 181 

ó£vydvios, acute-angled I. 187 

Sep ede ĉeka (or moea) Q.E.D. (or F.) 1. 57 

ópBo'ydvtos, right-angled : as used of quadri- 
laterals =rectangular 1. 188-9 

óp.cuós, definition I. 143 

6pos, definition 1. 143: original meaning of, 
I. 143: =boundary, limit I. 182: =derm 
in a proportion II. 131 

öyıs, visual ray I. 166 


Távry peTadapPavduevat, ‘taken together in 
any manner” I. 282 

vapaBáXNXew, to apply (an area): mapaBddrew 
amd used, exceptionally, instead of mapa- 
BáXXew mapà or dvaypddew dd 1t. 262 

wapaBorn TOv xwplwv, application of areas 
I. 36, 343-5: contrasted with ùmepporh 
(exceeding) and dens (falling-short) 1. 
343: mapaßorý contrasted with ecraois 
(construciton) 1. 343 : application of terms 
to conics by Apollonius I. 344-5 

mwapá8o£os rémos, 0, The Treasury of Para- 
doxes 1. 329 

mapaddrdrrw, “fall beside," **sideways" or 
“awry” I. 262, 1I. 54 

mapahdyrertmedos (adj.), parallelepipedal = 
“with parallel planes or faces”: orepedy 
mapaddyrerimedov = ‘ parallelepipedal 
solid,” not ‘‘solid parallelepiped” 111. 326 

"rapaÀAgAóypapuos, parallelogrammic (= pa- 
rallel-lined): wapaddndAdypapmov xwploy 
*parallelogrammic area," shortened to 
mapañinióypapuov, parallelogram I. 325 

mapamAnpwua, complement (of a parallelo- 
gram) q.v. 

mevríypoguov II. 99 

mepatvovoa Tocórzs, ‘limiting quantity” 
(Thymaridas’ definition of unit) 11. 279 

wépas, extremity I. 165, 182 : mépas avykNetoy 
(Posidonius’ definition of fiere) 1. 183 

mep.exopévm (of angle), meptexóuevov (of rect- 
angle), contained 1. 370: rd dis wepiexó- 
Hevoy, twice the rectangle contained I. 380: 
(of figure) contained or bounded 1. 182, 
183, 184, 186, 187 

mepiocdks dprios, odd-times even 11. 282-4 

mepooaxs mepuoós, odd-times odd M. 284 

mepicouprios, odd-ever (Nicomachus etc.) 
II. 283 

mepiooés, odd (number) II. 281 
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wepipépeca, circumference (includes arc) 1. 184 

mepipephs, circular I. 159 

Tep.óepóypajuos, contained by a circum- 
ference of a circle or by arcs of circles 
I. 182, 184 

Tw«Mkos, how great: refers to cozzmauous 
(geometrical) magnitude as mogós to discrete 
(multitude) 11. 116-7 

aydixdrns, used in v. Def. 3 and vi. Def. 5: 
— size (not guantuplicity as it is translated 
by De Morgan) 11. 116-7, 189-90: sup- 
posed multiplication of myMxórnres (VI. 
Def. 5) rr 132: distinction between 
anduxdrns and uéyeÜos Il. 117 

mhdros, breadth 1. 158-9: (of numbers) 11. 288 

mAeovátov (rpdBrnuc), ** (problem) in excess ” 
I. 129 

wreupd, side: (of factors of “plane” and 
“solid” numbers) 11. 288 

wrRG0s wpiouévoy or memepasguévov, defined 
or finite multitude (definition of number) 
It. 280: èx povddwy cuyKeluevoy  TM$0os 
(Euclid’s def.) 11. 280 

wokharhaciatew, multiply: defined 11. 287 

wod\ardactacués, multiplication: kaĝ’ òro- 
ovody mohamhaciacudr, ‘* (arising) from any 
multiple whatever” 11. 120 

ToAAamAácios, multiple: ieákts roddkamddowa, 
equimultiples 11. 120 etc. 

wédos, a mathematical instrument I. 370 

moNvmAevpov, multilateral, many-sided figure 
I. 187: excludes TerpámAevpov, quadri- 
lateral Ir. 23 

mopicacÓat, to “find” or “ furnish” r. 125, 
H. 248 

mópurga, porism g.v. 

woodxts Tocákis tocol, ‘fso many times so 
many times so many" (of solid numbers, 
in Aristotle) 11. 286, 290 

Trogákts Toroi, “so many times so many” (of 
plane numbers, in Aristotle) 11. 286 

woody, quantity, in Aristotle II. 115: refers 
to multitude as wndlkov to magnitude I. 
116-7 

mplouda, prism III. 268 

wpdBrnua, problem g.v. 

mpowyoóuevos, leading: (of conversion)= 
complete t. 256—7 : rporyotpevov (Bedpyua), 
leading (theorem), contrasted with converse 
I. 257 

wpounkns, oblong (of numbers): in Plato 
=érepoujns, but distinguished from it by 
Nicomachus etc. 11. 289-90, 293 

pds, in geometry, various meanings of, I. 277 

mwpocavarypdyat, to draw on to: (of a circle) to 
complete, when segment is given II. 56 

mpocapuótovsa (e08 eta) =“ annex,” the straight 
line which, when added to a compound ir- 
rational straight line formed by subtraction, 
makes up the greater *term," ie. the 
negative ‘‘term” III. 15 

Tpocevpetv, to find in addition (of finding 
third and fourth proportionals) II. 214 

mpéracis, enunciation Y. 129-30 

mporetvw, to propound I. 128 
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mporibévan, to propose: 7j mporebeîsa eteta, 
any assigned straight line INI. 11 

"pro. mpos addjAous, (numbers) prime to 
one another Il. 285-6 

7póros, prime: two senses of,I. 146: II. 284~5 

aTÜGiS, case Y. 134 

mupauis, pyramid III. 268 


pyrés, rational (literally “ expressible”) 1. 
137, Il. 117, HI. I: a relative term, un- 
like dovuperpos (incommensurable) which 
is a matural kind (Pythagoreans) Ul. T: 
pyrn Stdperpos rijs meurddos, “rational 
diameter of 5” (=7, as approximation to 
V30) I. 399, III. 12, 525: pyror kal uécov 
õuvauévn (=side of square equal to sum of 
a rational and a medial area) etc. 111. 7 


onueiov, point I. r54-6 

oradun, a mathematical instrument I. 371 

cTepeós, solid 111. 262-3: of solid numbers 
II. 290-1: oreped ywvla, solid angle 1II. 
267-8: Guo cTepeà oxjuara, similar 
solid figures III. 263~4 

ory, point 1. 156 

grouxetov, element I. 114-6 

orporyyvdov, Tò, the round (circular), in Plato 
I. 159, 184 

orpoyyvdérns, roundness I. 182 

obduperpos, commensurable : uet, in length, 
duvdpet uóvov, in square only III. 11 

ovurépacua, conclusion (of a proposition) 


I. 129, 130 
obveuots, convergence I. 282 
ouwexys, continuous:  curexis dvadoyia, 


“continuous proportion” (in three terms) 
II. 131 

ournupery avaroyla, connected (i.e. continuous) 
proportion IL. 131, 293: ownuuévos of 
compound ratio in Archimedes 11. *r33 

ouvbévrt, componendo Il. 134-5 

ctvbects Aóyov, ‘composition of a ratio,” 
distinct from compounding of ratios 11. 
134-5 

died re composite: (of lines or curves) 
I. 160: (of surfaces) t. 170: (of numbers), 
in Nicomachus and Iamblichus a sub- 
division of odd 11. 286 

avricracÓn., construct: special connotation 
I. 259, 289: with évrós 1. 289: contrasted 
with mapafgáAXew (apply) I. 343 : ob ovora- 
Oncerat, overabjoovrat, “ there cannot be 
constructed " I. 259, II. 53 

ouvriye, coyxetuat (of ratios) II. 135, 189- 
go: ovyxelueva and dtatpePévra (com- 
ponendo and separando) used relatively to 
one another II. 168, 170 

otvernua povadwy, ** collection of units ” (def. 
of number) 11. 280 

svoTnuarixos, collective II. 279 

c $aípa, sphere 111. 269 

opacpixds, spherical (of a particular species of 
cube number) I. 291 

ognxioxos or odnvioxes, of solid number with 
all three sides unequal (=scalene) I1. 290 
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oxéos, “relation”: sou oxéous, “a sort of 
relation" (in def. of ratio) rr. 116-7 

oXNMaAToYpapely, axxo Toypadía, representing 
(numbers) by figures of like shape 1. 359 

oxnparorowutca or expa morora, “ forming 
a figure" (of a line cr curve) I. 160-1 


rabroujcns, of square number (Nicomachus) 
Il. 293 

Piatt Abywr, “sameness of ratios” II. 119 

TéAews, perfect (of a class of numbers) 11. 
203— 

et “ordered”: reraypévov mpoBrnua, 
“ordered”? problem I. 128: reraypévn 
dvaroyla, ‘‘ ordered” proportion It. 137 

Terapoyuévm avaroyla, perturbed proportion 
It. 136 

Terpa/yovu pubs, squaring, definitions of, t. 149- 
50, 410 

Terpá'yovov, square: sometimes (but not in 
Euclid) any four-angled figure 1. 188 

Terpámevpov, quadrilateral I. 187: not a 
“polygon” rt. 239 

TpAua kóxNov, segment of a circle: ruZuaros 
"yevía, angle of a segment 11. 4: Èv ru/part 
ywvia, angle 22 a segment II. 4 

Topeùs (kÜkNov), sector (of a circle): exvroro- 
pakàós Toueds, “ shoemaker's knife” 11. 5 

Tou, section, =point of section I. 170, 171, 
278: kow) row), ‘common section” rir. 
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Sou (of figure), sector-like 11. 5 

Tomy Sewpyua, locus-theorem I. 329 

rémos, locus I. 329-31: =room or space 
1. 23 n.: place (where things may be 
found), thus rómos ávaXvóuevos, Treasury 
of Analysis Y. 8, 1o, mapddofos ros, 
Treasury of Paradoxes, 1. 329 
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Tópvos, instrument for drawing a circle I. 371 

TocavramAáctov, **the same multiple" ri. 146 

Tpiyevov, triangle : Td rprdody, Td 80 ANN} 
rev, triple, interwoven triangle, — penta- 
gram II. 99 

TpurAágios, triple, rpurAaciev, triplicate (of 
ratios) Il. 133 

rplrdeupov, three-sided figure 1. 187 

TvyXávew, happen: rvxóv onuetoy, any point 
at random 1. 282: TvuxoÜca ywrla, “ any 
angle" 11. 252: dXXa, à Eruyxen, lodxis rod~ 
AawAdora, ‘other, chance, equimultiples ” 
Il. 143-4 


brepBory, exceeding, with reference to method 
of application of areas I. 36, 343-5 
386-7 

bwrepredys or vreprédctos, “over-perfect”’ (of 
a class of numbers) 11. 293-4 

bó, in expressions for an angle (7; ord BAT 
"yevía) 1. 249, and a rectangle I. 370 

brodimdactos, sub-duplicate, = half (Nico- 
machus) 11. 280 

broxeluevos, laid down or assumed: rò Urro- 
xeluevoy élredov, the plane of reference 
I. 272 

bréxetrar, ‘tis by hypothesis” 1. 303, 312 

brorodkarddowos, submultiple (Nicomachus) 
lt. 280 

brorelvew, subtend, with acc. or td and acc. 
I. 249, 283, 350 

Üyos, height 11, 189 


xwplov, area Il. 254 


dpuruévm ypa, determinate line (curve), 
“forming a figure” I. 160 
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al“Abbas b. Seid al-Jauhari 1. 85 

“ Abthiniathus” (or ** Anthisathus’’) 1. 203 

Abū '| ‘Abbas al-Fadl b. Hatim, see an- 
Nairizi 

Abū ‘Abdallah Muh. b. Mu'àdh al-Jayyani 


I. go 

Abi TAI al-Basri r. 88 

Abi‘ Alt al-Hasan b. al-Hasan b. al-Haitham 
I. 88, 89 

Abū Da'üd Sulaiman b. ‘Uqba 1. 85, 9o 

Abii Ja'far al-Khazin 1. 77, 85 

Abü Ja'far Muh. b. Muh. b; al-Hasan 
Nasiraddin at- Tiisi, see Nasiraddin 

Aba Muh. b. Abdalbaqi al-Bagdadi al-Faradi 
I. 8 s. 

Abü Muh” al- Hasan b. ‘Ubaidallah b. Sulai- 
mān b. Wahb 1. 87 

Abū Nasr Gars al-Na'ma 1. 9o 

Abi Nasr Mansür b. ‘Ali b. "Iráq 1. 90 

Abi Nasr Muh. b. Muh. b. Tarkhan b. 
Uzlag al-Farabi 1. 88 

Abū Sahl Wijan b. Rustam al-Kühi 1. 88 

Abii Said Sindn b. Thàbit b. Qurra 1. 88 

Abū ‘Uthman ad-Dimashqi I. 25, 77 

Abū '] Wafa al-Büzjani I. 77, 85, 86 

Abi Vüsuf Yaqūb b. Ishaq b. aş- Sabbah al- 
Kindi 1. 86 

Abū Yüsuf Va'qüb b. Muh. ar-Razi I. 86 

Adjacent (épetfs), meaning 1. 181 

Adrastus r1. 292 

Aenaeas (or Aigeias) of Hierapolis I. 28, 311 

Aganis 1. 27-8, IQI 

Ahmad b. al- Husain al-Ahwazi al-Katib 1. 89 

Abmad b. ‘Umar al- Karabisi I. 85 

al-Ahwazi I. 89 ] 

Aigeias (? Aenaeas) of Hierapolis 1. 28, 311 

Alcinous I1. 98 

Alexander Aphrodisiensis I. 7%., 29, II. 120 

Algebra, geometrical I. 372-4: classical 
method was that of Eucl. 11. (cf. Apol- 
lonius) I. 373: preferable to semi-alge- 
braical method 1. 377-8: semi-algebraical 
method due to Heron I. 373, and favoured 
by Pappus 1. 373 : geometrical equivalents 
of algebraical operations I. 374: algebraical 
equivalents of propositions in Book 1I., I. 

372-3: equivalents in Book x. of pro- 

positions in algebra, „/k -A/A cannot be 


equal to 2’, tl. 58-60: if ad: fb — x se ys 
then a=x, b=y, II. 93-4, 167-8 
‘Ali b. Ahmad Abi ’l Qasim al-Antaki 1. 86 
Allman, G. J- I. 1357., 318, 352, II. 18- 


9: 439 

Alternate: (of angles) r. 308: 
alternately 1. 134 

Alternative proofs, interpolated I. 58, 59: 
cf. III. 9 and following II. 22: that in 
IH. 10 claimed by Heron 11. 23-4 

Amaldi, Ugo 1. 175, 179-80, 193, 201, 313, 
328, II. 30, 126 

Ambiguous case 1. 306-7 : in VI. 7, IT. 208-9 

Amphinomus I. 125, 128, 130 7. 

Amyclas of Heraclea 1. 117 

Analysis (and synthesis) 1. 18: definitions 
of, interpolated, 1. 138, 111. 442: described 
by Pappus t 138-9: mystery of Greek 
analysis III. 246: modern studies of Greek 
analysis I. 139: theoretical and problem- 
atical analysis 1. 138: Treasury of Analy- 
sis (rómos dvadvomevos) I. 8, 10, 11, 138: 
method of analysis and precautions neces- 
sary to, I. 139-40: analysis and synthesis 
of problems I. 140—2: two parts of analysis 
(a) Zrazisformation, (b) resolution, and two 
parts of synthesis, (a) construction, (b) 
demonstration 1. 141: example from 
Pappus I. 141-2: analysis should also 
reveal dtopiouds (conditions of possibility) 
I. 142: interpolated alternative proofs of 
XII. 1-5 by analysis and synthesis I. 137, 
UL 442-3 

Analytical method I. 36: supposed discovery 
of, by Plato 1. 134, 137 

Anaximander 1. 370, II. III 

Anaximenes IL III 

Anchor-ring t. 163 

Andron I. 126 

Angle: curvilineal and rectilineal, Euclid's 
definition of, 1. 176 sq.: definition criti- 
cised by Syrianus 1. 176: Aristotle's notion 
of angle as kÀágis I. 17 76: Apollonius! view 
of, as contraction X. 146, 177: Plutarch and 
Carpus on, I. 177: to which category does 
it belong? guantum, Plutarch, Carpus, 
* Aganis? 1. 177, Euclid 1. 178; quale, 
Aristotle and Eudemus 1. 177-8: relation, 


(of ratios), 
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Euclid r 178: Syrianus compromise 
I. 178: treatise on the Angle by Eudemus 
X. 34, 38, 177-8: classification of angles 
(Geminus) I. 178-9: curvilineal and 
“mixed” angles I. 26, 178-9, horn-like 
(xeparoe8ys) 1. 177, 178, 182, 265, IL. 4, 
39, 40, lune-like (unvoetdis) 1. 26, 178-9, 
scraper-like (Evorpoedyjs) 1. 178: angle of a 
segment I. 253, II. 4: angle of a semi- 
circle 1. 182, 253, II. 4: controversies about 
“angle of semicircle” and Aornitke angle 
IL. 39-42: definitions of angle classified 
I. 179: recent Italian views I. 179-81: 
angle as cluster of straight lines or rays 
I. 180-1, defined by Veronese I. 180: as 
part of a plane (** angular sector”) 1. 179- 
80: fat! angle (Veronese etc.) I. 180-1, 
269: three kinds of angles, which is prior 
(Axistotle)? 1. 181-2: angles not less than 
two right angles not recognised as angles 
(cf. Heron, Proclus, Zenodorus) tr. 47-9: 
did Euclid extend ‘‘angle” to angles 
greater than two right angles in VI. 33? 
I1. 275-6: adjacent angles 1. 181 : alternate 
L 308: semzlar (= equal) t. 178, 182, 252: 
vertical Y. 278: exterior and interior 
(to a figure) r. 263, 280: exterior when 
re-entrant I. 263, in which case we have a 
hollow-angled figure I. 27, 188, Yr. 48: 
inferior and opposite Y. 280: construction 
by Apollonius of angle equal to angle 
I. 296: angle in a semicircle, theorem of, 
1. 317-9: trisection of angle, by con- 
choid of Nicomedes 1. 265-6, by quadratrix 
of Hippias 1. 266, by spiral of Archimedes 
I. 267: dihedral angle 111. 264-5: solid 
angle III. 261, 267-8 

Annex (wpocapuófovza) =the straight line 
which, when added to a compound ir- 
rational straight line formed by subtraction, 
makes up the greater “term,” i.e. the 
negative “term” III. 159 

al-Antaki 1. 86 

Antecedents (leading terms in proportion) 11. 


134 

e Araniga hus ? (or ** Abthiniathus”) 1. 203 

Antiparallels: may be used for construction 
of VI. I2, II. 215 

Antiphon 1. J Py 35 

Apastamba-Sulba-Sutra 1. 352: evidence in, 
as to early discovery of Eucl. 1. 47 and use 
of gnomon I. 360-4: Biirk’s claim that 
Indians had discovered the irrational 1. 
363-4: approximation to ,/2 and Thibaut's 
explanation I. 361, 363-4: inaccurate 
values of r in, I. 364 

Apollodorus “ Logisticus" I. 37, 319, 351 

Apollonius: disparaged by Pappus in com- 
parison with Euclid 1. 3: supposed by 
some Arabians to be author of the Æ%- 
ments 1. $: & “carpenter” I. 5: on ele- 
mentary geometry I. 42: on the Ae 1. 
159: on the angle 1. 176: general defini- 
tion of diameter 1. 323: tried to prove 
axioms I. 42, 62, 222-3: his ‘‘ general 
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treatise". 1. 42: constructions by, for 
bisection of straight line 1. 268, for a 
perpendicular I. 270, for an angle equal to 
an angle I. 296: on parallel-axiom (?) 
I. 42-3: adaptation to conics of theory of 
application of areas I. 344-5: geometrical 
algebra in, 1. 373: Plane Loci, 1.14, 259: 330; 
theorem from (arising out of Eucl. VI. 3), 
also found in Aristotle 11. 198-200: Plane 
vetoes I. 151, problem from, 11. 81, lemma 
by Pappus on, 11. 64-5: comparison of do- 
decahedron and icosahedron t. 6, HI. 439, 
512, 513: on the cocklias I. 34, 42, 162: 
on “unordered” irrationals 1. 42, 115, ITI. 
3, 10, 246, 255-9: general definition of ob- 
lique (circular) cone 111. 270: 1. 138, 188, 
221, 222, 246, 259, 370, 373, Il. 75, 190, 
258, III. 264, 267 5 

Apotome: compound irrational straight line 
(difference between two *'terms") 111. 7: 
defined 111. 158-9: connected by Theae- 
tetus with harmonic mean III. 3, 4: 
biquadratic from which it arises III. 7: 
uniquely formed 111. 167-8: first, second, 
third, fourth, fifth and sixth apotomes, 
quadratics from which arising 11. 5~6, 
defined 111. 177, and found respectively 
(x. 88-90) III. 178-90: apotome equivalent 
to square root of first apotome III. 190-4: 
first, second, third, fourth, fifth and sixth 
apotomes equivalent to squares of apotome, 
first apotome of a medial etc. 111. 212-29: 
apotome cannot be ġinomial also III. 240-2: 
different from zzedial (straight line) and 
from other irrationals of same series with 
itself 111. 242: used to rationalise binomial 
with proportional terms III. 243-8, 252-4. 

A potome oF a medial (straight line): first and 
second, and biquadratics of which they are 
roots III. 7: first apotome of a medial 
defined 111. 159-60, uniquely formed 111. 
168-9, equivalent to square root of second 
apotome III. 194-8: second apotome of a 
medial, defined 111. 161-2, uniquely formed 
III. 170-2, equivalent to square root of 
Zhird apotome III. 199-202 

Application of areas 1. 36, 343—5: contrasted 
with exceeding and falling-short 1. 343: 
complete method equivalent to geometrical 
solution of mixed quadratic equation 1. 
344-5, 383-5, 386-8, 11. 187, 258-60, 
263-5, 266-7 : adaptation to conics (Apol- 
lonius) I. 344-5: application contrasted 
with construction (Proclus) I. 343 

Approximations: 7/3 as approximation to ,/2 
(Pythagoreans and Plato) rt. 119: approxi- 
mations to 4/3 in Archimedes and (in 
sexagesimal fractions) in Ptolemy tt. 119: 
to m (Archimedes) rr. 119: to 4500 
(Theon of Alexandria) 11. 119 : remarkably 
close approximations (stated in sexagesimal 
fractions) in scholia to Book X., 111. 523 

** Aqaton" I. 88 

Arabian editors and commentators 1. 75- 
9o 
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Arabic numerals in scholia to Book x., 
rith c., I. 71, IIL 822 

Archimedes: “ postulates” in, I. 120, 123: 
“porisms” in, I. TIE., I3: on straight 
fine 1. 166: on plane 1. 171-2: Liber 
assumplorum, proposition from, II. 63: 
approximations to 4/3, square roots of large 
numbers and to m, IJ. 119: extension of 
a proportion between commensurables to 
cover incommensurables II. 193: ‘ Axiom” 
of (called however “lemma,” assumption, 
by A. himself) 1. 234: relation of “ Axiom” 
to X. 1, IIL 15-6: “Axiom” already 
used by Eudoxus and mentioned by 
Aristotle IIl. 16: proved by means of 
Dedekind's Postulate (Stolz) 111. 16: on 
discovery by Eudoxus of method of ex- 
haustion IIL 365-6, 374: new fragment 
of, “ method (&podos) of Archimedes about 
mechanical theorems,” or épddcov, diş- 
covered by Heiberg and published and 
annotated by him and Zeuthen 11. 40, III. 
366-8, adds new chapter to history of 
integral calculus, which the method actually 
is, III. 366-7: application to area of para- 
bolic segment, zézd.: spiral of Archimedes 
I. 26, 267 : I. 116, 142, 225, 370, Il. 136, 
190, III. 246, 270, 378, 521 

Archytas I. 20: proof that there is no 
numerical geometric mean between z and 
+L IL. 295 

Areskong, M. E. 1. 113 

Arethas, Bishop of Caesarea 1. 48: owned 
Bodleian Ms. (B) 1. 47-8: had famous 
Plato Ms. of Patmos (Cod. Clarkianus) 
written I. 48 

Argyrus, Isaak 1. 74 

Aristaeus I. 138: on conics 1. 3 : Solid Loci 
I. I6, 329: comparison of five (regular 
solid) figures I. 6, 11. 438-9, 513 

Aristotelian Problems 1. 166, 182, 187 

Aristotle: on nature of elements 1. 116: on 
first principles 1. 177 sqq.: on definitions 
I. I17, 119-20, 143-4, 146-50: on distinc- 
tion between hypotheses and definitions 
I. 119, 120, between hypotheses and 
postulates 1. 118, 119, between hypotheses 
and axioms I. 120: on axioms I. 119-21: 
axioms indemonstrable 1. rar: on defini- 
tion by negation I. 156-7: on Zezm£s 1. 
155-6, 165: on Ānes, definitions of, 1. 
158-9, classification of, 1. 159-60: quotes 
Plato's definition of straight line 1. 166: 
on definitions of surface 1. 170: definition 
of “body” as that which has three 
dimensions or as “depth” rrr. 262: body 
“bounded by surfaces" (émumrébos) III. 
263: speaks of szx ‘‘ dimensions "' 111. 263: 
definition of sphere 111. 269: on the angle 
I. 176-8: on priority as between right and 
acute angles I. 181-2: on figure and 
definition of, 1. 182-3: definitions of 
“squaring” I. 149-50, 410: on parallels 
I. I90-2, 308-9: on gnomon 1. 351, 355, 
359: on attributes xarà mavrós and mpõrov 


537 


kaBóXov I. 319, 320, 325: on the objection 
I. 135: On reduction 1. 135: on reductio ad 
absurdum 1. 136: on the zzfinite 1. 232-4: 
supposed postulate or axiom about diver- 
gent lines taken by Proclus from, I. 45, 
207: gives pre- Euclidean proof of Eucl. 1. 
5,1. 252-3: on theorem of angle in a semi- 
circle I. 149; has proof (pre-Euclidean) 
that angle in semicircle is right 11. 63: 
on sum of angles of triangle I. 319-21: 
on sum of exterior angles of polygon t. 
322: on def. of same ratio (= same 
dvravalpects) Il. 120-1 : on proportion as 
“equality of ratios" 11. 119: on theorem in 
proportion (alternando) not proved generally 
till his time 11. 113: on proportion in three 
terms (cwexis, RS and in four 
terms (denpyuévn, discrete) II. 131, 293: on 
alternate ratios 11. 134: On zverse ratio 11. 
134, 149: On similar rectilineal figures 11. 
188: has locus-theorem (arising out of 
Eucl vi. 3) also given in Apollonius' 
Plane Loci Y. 198-200: on unit Y. 279: 
on zzuziber 11. 280: on non-applicability of 
arithmetical proofs to magnitudes if these 
are not numbers II. 113: on definitions of 
odd and even by one another tt. 281: on 
prime numbers I. 284-85: on composite 
numbers as plane and solid 11. 286, 288, 
290: on representation of numbers by 
pebbles forming figures II. 288: gives 
proof (no doubt Pythagorean) of incom- 
mensurability of V2, III. 2: I. 38, 45, 117, 
150 2., 181, 184, 185, 187, 188, 195, 202, 
203, 221, 222, 223, 226, 259, 262-3, 283, 
II. 2, 4; 22, 79, 112, 135, 149. 159, 160, 
165, 184, 188, 189, III. 4 

Arithmetic, Elements of, anterior to Euclid 
II. 298 

al-Arjani, Ibn Rahawaihi 1. 86 

Ashkal at-ta'sis I. 5 4. 

Ashraf Shamsaddin as-Samargandi, Muh. b. 
I. 5 z., 89 

Astaroff, Ivan I. 113 

Asymptotic (non-secant) : of lines I. 40, 161, 
203: of parallel planes III. 265 

Athelhard of Bath 1. 78, 93-6 

Athenaeus of Cyzicus I. 117 

August, E. F. 1. 103, II. 23, 25, 149, 238, 
256, 412, III. 2, 48 

Austin, W.1. 103, III, II. 172, 188, 211, 259 

Autolycus, On the moving sphere, Y. 17 

Avicenna, I. 77, 89 

* Axiom of Archimedes” ttr. ra-6: already 
used by Eudoxus, I1I. 15, and mentioned by 
Aristotle, 111. 16: relation of, to Eucl. x. 
I, III. 15-6 

Axioms, distinguished from postulates by 
Aristotle I. 118-9, by Proclus (Geminus 
and ‘‘others”) 1. 40, 121-3: Proclus on 
difficulties in distinctions I. 123~4: distin- 
guished from hypotheses, by Aristotle r. 
120-1, by Proclus I. 121-2: indemonstrable 
I. 121: attempt by Apollonius to prove I. 
222-3: = “common (things)" or “common 
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opinions” in Aristotle 1. 120, 221: com- 
mon to all sciences 1. 119, 120: called 
‘*common notions” in Euclid I. r21, 221: 
which are genuine? L 221 sqq.: Proclus 
recognises five 1. 222, Heron three I. 222: 
interpolated axioms I. 224, 232: Pappus' 
additions to axioms I. 25, 223, 224, 232! 
axioms of congruence, (1) Euclid’s Common 
Notion 4, 1. 224-7, (2) modern systems 
(Pasch, Veronese and Hilbert) t. 228-31: 
*axiom" with Stoics = every simple 
declaratory statement I. 41, 221: axioms 
tacitly assumed, in Book V., II. 137, in 
Book vi, II. 294 

Axis: of sphere rir. 261, 269: of cone III. 
261, 271: of cylinder 111. 262, 271 


Babylonians: knowledge of triangle 3, 4, 5, 
I. 352: supposed discoverers of ** harmonic 
proportion ? IL 112 

Bacon, Roger I. 94 

Baermann, G. F. 1r. 213 

Balbus, de mensuris 1. 91 

Baltzer, R. It. 30 

Barbarin I. 219 

Barlaam, arithmetical commentary on Eucl. 
IL, I. 74 

Barrow: on Encl. v. Def. 3, II. 117: on 
V. Def. 5, It. 121: I. 103, 105, IIO, IIT, 
II. 56, 186, 238 

Base: meaning 1. 248-9: of cone IH. 262: 
of cylinder III. 262 i 

Basel editio princeps of Eucl., I. 100-1 

Basilides of Tyre 1. 5, 6, 111. §12 

Báudhàyana Sulba-Sütra I. 360 

Bayfius (Baif, Lazare) 1. 100 

Becker, J. K. 1. 174 

Beez 1. 176 

Beltrami, E. 1. 219 

Benjamin of Lesbos IL. 113 

Bergh, P. r. 400-1 

Bernard, Edward 1. xo2 

Besthorn and Heiberg, edition of al-Hajjaj’s 
translation and an-Nairizi’s commentary 
I. 22, 27 Ny 79% 

Bhaskara 1. 355 

Billingsley, Sir Henry, 1. 109-10, II. 56, 238, 
III. 48 i 

Bimedial (straight line): first and second, 
and biquadratic equations of which they 
are roots III. 7: first bimedial defined III. 
84-5, equivalent to square root of second 


binomial rrr. 84, 120-3, uniquely divided ` 


IIL. 94-5: second bimedial defined 111. 
85-7, equivalent to square root of third 
binomial rr. 84, 124-3, uniquely divided 
HL 95- 

Bind (straight line): compound ir- 
rational straight line (sum of two *terms") 
tn. 7: defined 111. 83, 84: connected by 
Theaetetus with arithmetic mean III. 3; 4: 
biquadratic of which binomial is a positive 
root Ill. 7: first, second, third, fourth, 
Jt and sixth binomials, quadratics from 
which arising 111. 5-6, defined III. 101~2, 
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and found respectively (X. 48-53) 111. 102 
15, are equivalent to squares of binomial, 
first bimedial etc. 111. 132-48: binomial 
equivalent to square root of jirst binomial 
HI. 116-20: binomial uniquely divided, 
and algebraical equivalent of this fact 111. 
92—4.: cannot be apotome also III. 240-2: 
different from medial (straight line) and 
from other irrationals (first bimedial etc.) 
of same series with itself 111. 242: used to 
rationalise apotome with proportional terms 
III. 248-52, 252-4 

al-Birüni I. go 

Bjórnbo, Axel Anthon L 1774, 93 

Boccaccio 1. 96 

Bodleian Ms. (B) t. 47, 48, III. 521 

Boeckh 1. 351, 371 ” 

Boethius 1. 92, 95, 184, II. 295 

Bologna ms. (b) 1. 49 

Bolyai, J. 1. 219 

Bolyai, W. I. 174-5, 219, 328 

Bolzano I. 167 

Boncompagni I. 93%., 104 7. 

Bonola, R. I. 202, 219, 237 

Borelli, Giacomo Alfonso 1. 106, r94, 11. 2, 84 

Boundary (8pos) 1. 182, 183 

Brákenhjelm, P. R. 1. rig 

Breadth (of numbers) =second dimension or 
factor t1. 288 

Breitkopf, Joh. Gottlieb Immanuel I. 97 

Bretschneider 1. 136 7., 137, 295: 304, 344» 
354, 358, IIL. 439, 442 

Briconnet, Frangois I. roo 

Briggs, Henry 1. 102, Il. 143 

Brit. Mus. palimpsest, 7th—8th c., I. 5o 

Bryson, I. 8 2. 

Biirk, A. 1. 352, 360-4 

Bürklen 1. 179 

Buteo (Borrel), Johannes I. 104. 


Cabasilas, Nicolaus and Theodorus 1. 72 

Caiani, Angelo I. ror 

Camerarius, Toachim I. ror, III. 523 

Camerer, J. G. I. 103, 293, II. 22, 25, 28, 
33s 34: 40, 67, 121, 131, 189, 213, 244 

Camorano, Rodrigo, I. 112 

Campanus, Johannes 1. 3, 78, 94-6, 104, 
106, 110, 407, II. 28, 41, 56, 90, 116, 119, 
I21, 146, 189, 211, 234, 235, 253; 275, 
320, 322, 328 

Candalla, Franciscus Flussates (Frangois de 
Foix, Comte de Candale) I. 3, 104, IIO, 
1r. 189 

Cantor, Moritz I. 772, 20, 272, 304, 318, 
320, 333: 35% 355» 357-8, 360, 401, Il. 5, 
40, 97, HI. 8, 15, 438 


: Cardano, Hieronimo II. 41, II. 8 


Carduchi, L. 1. 1x2 

Carpus, on Astronomy, I. 34, 43: 45, 127, 
128, 177 

Case, technical term I. 134: cases inter- 
polated 1. 58, 59: Greeks did not infer 
limiting cases but proved them separately 
Il. 75 : 

Casey, J. 11. 227 
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Casiri, 1. 47, 97. 

Cassiodorius, Magnus Aurelius 1. 92 

Catalan II. 527 

Cataldi, Pietro Antonio 1. 106 

Catoptrica, attributed to Euclid, probably 
Theon’s 1. r7: Catoptrica of Heron 1. 21, 
253 

Cauchy 111. 267: proof of Eucl. x1. 4, 111. 280 

“ Cause" : consideration of, omitted by com- 
mentators I. x9, 45: definition should state 
cause (Aristotle) I. 149: cause- middle 
term (Aristotle) I. 149: question whether 
geometry should investigate cause (Gemi- 
nus), I. 45, 1507. 

Censorinus I. 9r 

Centre, xévrpov 1. 184-5 

Ceria Aristofelica Y. 35 

Cesàro, E. 111. 527 

* Chance equimultiples” in phrase ‘other, 
chance, equimultiples” II. 143-4 

Chasles on Poriswes of Euclid 1. 10, 11, 14, 13 

Chinese, knowledge of triangle 3, 4, 5, 
L 352: '*Tcheou pei" r. 355 

Ceu In. 8 
hrysippus I. 330 

Chrystal, G. i I9 

Cicero I. gr, 351 

Circle: definition of, I. 183-3: = round, 
orpoyythov (Plato), I. 184: = repipepd- 
ypaupov (Aristotle) I. 184: a plane figure 
I. 183-4: exceptionally in sense of “ cir- 
cumference" II. 23: centre of, I. 184-5: 

ole of, 1. 185: bisected by diameter 

Thales) 1. 185, (Saccheri) 1. 185-6: inter- 
sections with straight line I. 237-8, 272-4, 
with another circle 1. 238-40, 242-3, 
293-4: definition of ‘‘ equal circles" ir. 2: 
circles ¢ouching, meaning of definition, 
Il. 3: circles intersecting and touching, 
difficulties in Euclid's treatment of, 11. 
285-7, 28-9, modern treatment of, It. 30-2 

Circumference, mepipépea, I. 184 

Cissoid, I. 161, 164, 176, 330 

Clairaut 1. 328 

Clavius (Christoph Schliissel) 1. 103, 105, 194, 
232, 381, 391, 407, Il. 2, 4T, 42) 47, 49, 
53: 56, 67, 70, 73, 130, 170, 190, 231, 238, 
244, 271, III. 273, 331, 341, 350, 359; 433 

Claymundus, Joan. I. ror 

Cleonides, Jutroduction to Harmony, 1. 17 

Cochlias or cochlion (cylindrical helix) 1. 162 

Codex Leidensis 399, 1: I. 22, 27%, 79 n. 

Coets, Hendrik, 1. rog 

Commandinus I. 4, 102, 103, 104-5, 106, 
110, III, 407, II. 47, 130, 190: scholia 
included in translation of Elements 1. 73: 
edited (with Dee) De divisionibus 1. 8, 
9; IIo 

Commensurable: defined II. 10: com- 
mensurable zz length, commensurable zz 
square, and commensurable zz sguareonly 
defined 111. ro, 11: symbols used in notes 
for these terms III. 34 


Commentators on Eucl. criticised by Proclus . 


I. 19, 26, 45 
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Common Notions: =axioms I. 62, 120-1, 
221-2: which are genuine? I. 221 sq.: 
meaning and appropriation of term I. 221: 
called **axioms" by Proclus t. 221 

Complement, rapamNüpeua: meaning of, 1. 
341: "about diameter" I. 341: not 
necessarily parallelograms 1. 341: use for 
application of areas I. 342-3 

Componendo (cvvbévri), denoting “ composi- 
tion? of ratios gv.: componendo and 
separando used relatively to each other 
H. 168, 170 

Composite, ovv@eros: (of lines) 1. 160: (of 
surfaces) I. ryo: (of numbers) ir. 286: 
with Eucl. and Theon of Smyrna composite 
numbers may be even, but with Nicom. 
and Iamblichus are a subdivision of odd 11. 
286, plane and solid numbers are species 
of, If. 286 

* Composite to one another” (of numbers) 
1r. 286-7 

Composition of ratio (sív6es:s Aóyov), de- 
noted by componendo (cw@érr:), distinct 
from compounding ratios II. 134-8 

Compound ratio: explanation of, 11. 132-3: 
(interpolated?) definition of, 11. 189—900, III. 
526; compounded ratios in V. 20-3, IL 
176-8 

Conchoids I. 160-1, 265-6, 330 

Conclusion, ovumépacua: necessary part of a 
proposition I. 129-30: particular con- 
clusion immediately made general 1. 131: 
definition merely stating conclusion 1. 149 

Cone: definitions of, by Euclid 111. 262, 270, 
by Apollonius 111. 270: distinction between 
right-angled, obtuse-angled and acute- 
angled cones a relic of old theory of 
conics III. 270: similar cones, definition 
of, III. 262, 271 

Congruence-Axioms or Postulates: Common 
Notion 4 in Euclid I. 224-5: modern 
systems of (Pasch, Veronese, Hilbert) 1. 
228-31 

Congruence theoremsfor triangles, recapitula- 
tion of, I. 305-6 

Conics, of Euclid, 1. 3, 16: of Aristaeus, I. 3, 
16: of Apollonius 1. 3, 16: fundamental 
property as proved by Apollonius equi- 
valent to Cartesian equation I.344~5; focus- 
directrix property proved by Pappus 1. 15 

Consequents (f following” terms in a pro- 
portion) II. 134 

Constantinus Lascaris I. 3 

Construct {avvlorac@at) contrasted with 
describe on Y. 348, with apply to 1. 343: 
special connotation I. 259, 289 

Construction, karackevíó, one of formal 
divisions of a proposition I. 129: some- 
times unnecessary I. 130: turns nominal 
into real definition 1. 146: mechanical 
constructions I. 1§1, 387 

Continuity, Principle of, I. 234 SQ., 242, 272, 
2 

bos ada: proportion (cwexyis or evrmpgévn 
dvadoyla) in three terms II. 135 


540 


Conversion, geometrical: distinct from logical 
I. 256: “leading” and partial varieties 
of, 1. 256-7, 337 

Conversion of ratio (åvaerpoph déyou), de- 
noted by convertendo (dvacrpéyarrt) n. 
135: convertendo theorem not established 
by v. r9, Por. II. 174-5, but proved by 
Simson's Prop. E. 11. 175, 111. 38: Euclid's 
roundabout substitute III. 38 

Convertendo denoting “conversion” of ratios, 
g-v. 

Copernicus 1. ror 

Cordonis, Mattheus I. 97 

Corresponding magnitudes II. 134 

Cossali 11. 8 

Cratistus I. 133 

Crelle, on the plane 1. 172—4, rit. 263 

Ctesibius I. 20, 21, 39 2. 

Cube: defined rit. 262: problem of in- 
cribing in sphere, Euclid's solution 11. 
478-80, Pappus’ solution 111. 480: duplica- 
tion of cube reduced by Hippocrates of 
Chios to problem of two mean propor- 
tionals I. 135, II. 133: cube number, de- 
fined II. 291: two mean proportionals 
between two cube numbers I1. 294, 364-8 

Cunn, Samuel t. rrr 

Curtze, Maximilian, uer of an-Nairizi 
I. 22, 78, 92, 94, 96, 97 2. 

Curves, classification of : me line 

Cyclic, of a particular kind of square number 
II. 201 

Cyelomathia of Leotaud 11. 42 

Cylinder: definition of, 111. 262: 
cylinders defined 111. 262 

Cylindrical helix 1. 161, 162, 329, 330 

Czecha, Jo. 1. 113 


similar 


Dasypodius (Rauchfuss) Conrad 1. 73, ro2 

Data of Euclid: 1. 8, 132, 141, 385, 391: 
Def. 2, 11. 248: Prop. 8, IL 249-50: 
Prop. 24, IY. 246-7: Prop. 55, II. 254: 
Props. 56 and 68, 11. 249: Prop. 58, I1. 
263-5: Props. 59 and 84, II. 266-7: 
Prop. 67 assumes part of converse of 
Simson’s Prop. B (Book VI.) IL 224: 
Prop. 70, Il. 250: Prop. 85, II. 264: 
Prop. 87, II. 228: Prop. 93, II. 227 

Deahna 1. 174 

Dechales, Claude Francois Milliet 1. 106, 
107, 108, 110, II. 259 

Dedekind’s theory of irrational numbers 
corresponds exactly to Eucl. v. Def. 5, 
II. 124-6; Dedekind’s Postulate and 
applications of, I. 235-40, III. 16 

Dee, John I. 109, r10; discovered De 
divisionibus Y. 8, Q 

Definition, in sense of *'closer statement” 
(dcopioués), one of formal divisions of a pro- 
position I. 129: may be unnecessary I. 130 

Definitions: Aristotle on, I. 117, 119, 120, 
143: a class of thesis (Aristotle) I. 120: 
distinguished from hypotheses 1. rr9, but 
confused therewith by Proclus 1. 121-2: 
must be assumed I. 117-9, but say nothing 
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about existence (except in the case of a few 
primary things) I. 119, 143: terms for, pos 
and ópicuós Y. 143: real and nominal 
definitions (real=nominal //u: postulate 
or proof), Mill anticipated by Aristotle, 
Saccheri and Leibniz 1. 143-5: Aristotle’s 
requirements in, I. 146-50, exceptions 
I. 148: should state cause or middle term 
and be genetic I. 149-50: Aristotle on un- 
scientific definitions (èx uh mporépwv) 1. 
148-9: Euclid's definitions agree generally 
with Aristotle's doctrine I. 146: inter- 
polated definitions 1. 61, 62: definitions 
of technical terms in Aristotle and Heron, 
not in Euclid 1. 150 

De levi et ponderoso, tract 1. 18 

Demetrius Cydonius 1. 72 

Democritus I. 38: Ox difference of gnomon 
etc. (? on ‘‘angle of contact”) 11. 4o: on 
parallel and infinitely near sections of cone, 
IL 40, HI. 368: stated, without proving, 
propositions about volumes of cone and 
pyramid, II. 40, III. 366: was evidently 
on the track of the infinitesimal calculus 
III. 368: treatise on irrationals (mep àAóyov 
ypayuay kal vacrGv p’) 111. 4 

De Morgan, A.: 1. 246, 260, 269, 284, 291, 
298, 300, 309, 313. 314. 315: 369, 376, 
II. 5, 7, 9-10, I1, I5, 20, 22, 29, 56, 76-7, 
83, 101, 104, 116—9, 120, 130, 139, I45, 
197, 202, 217-8, 232, 233, 234, 272, 275: 
on definition of ratio 11. 116-7: on ex- 
tension of meaning of rae to cover 
incommensurables 11. 118: means of ex- 
pressing ratios between incommensurables 
by approximation to any extent II. 118-9: 
defence and explanation of v. Def. 5, IL 
121-4: On necessity of proof that tests for 
greater and less, or greater and equal, 
ratios cannot coexist II. 130-1, 157: on 
compound ratio II. 132~3, 234: sketch of 
proof of existence of fourth proportional 
(assumed in v. 18) 1r. 1713 proposed 
lemma about duplicate ratios as alternative 
means of proving VI. 22, II. 246-7: on 
Book X., Im. 8 

Dercyllides 11. rrr 

Desargues I. 193 

Describe on (avaypamew dd) contrasted with 
construct Y. 348 

De Zolt 1. 328 

Diagonal (buarydvis) 1. 185 

“Diagonal” numbers: see ‘‘Side-” and 
“ diagonal-" numbers 

Diameter (didperpos), of circle or parallelogram 
I. 185: of sphere 111. 261, 269, 270: 
as applied to figures generally 1. 325; 
‘*yational” and “irrational " diameter of 
5 (Plato) 1. 399, taken from Pythagoreans 
I. 399-400, IIl. I2, 525 

Dihedral angle— inclination of plane to plane, 
measured by a plane angle III. 264-5 

Dimensions (cf. Siacrdees), 1. 157, r58: 
Aristotle's view of, I. 158-9, III. 262-3, 
speaks of szx Ill. 263 
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Dinostratus 1. 117, 266 

Diocles 1. 164 

Diodorus 1. 203 

Diogenes Laertius I. 37, 305, 317, 351; Ill. 4 

Diophantus 1. 86 

Diorismus (Bvpwpós) 2 (a) ‘‘definition” or 
* specification," a formal division of a 
proposition 1. 129: (4) condition of possi- 
bility I. 128, determines how far solution 
possible and in how many ways I. 130-1, 
243: diorismi said to have been discovered 
by Leon 1. 116; revealed by analysis 
I. 142: introduced by ôe? 64 1. 293: first 
instances in Elements Y. 234, 293: .for 
solution of quadratic 11. 259 

Dippe 1. 108 

Direction, as primary notion, discussed I. 
179: direction-theory of parallels 1. 191-2 

Discrete proportion, Qmpruévs or óvefevynévm 
dvbdoyla, in four terms, II. 131, 293 

“ Dissimilarly ordered” proportion (dvopuolws 
Tera-uévov Trav dédywr) in Archimedes 
=“ perturbed proportion” 1I. 136 

Distance, Siaornua: = radius I. 199: in 
Aristotle has usual general sense and 
=: dimension I. £99 

Dividendo (of ratios): see 
separando 

Division (method of), Plato's I. 134 

Divisions (of figures), treatise by Euclid, 1. 
8, 9: translated by Muhammad al-Bagdadi 
1.8: found by Woepcke in Arabic I. 9, 
and by Dee in Latin translation 1. 8, 9: 
I. IIo: proposition from, II. 5 

Dodecabedron: decomposition of faces into 
elementary triangles 11. 98: definition of, 
III. 262: dodecahedra found, apparently 
dating from centuries before Pythagoras 
II. 438, though said to have been dis- 
covered by Pythagoreans jbid.: problem 
of inscribing iu sphere, Euclid's solution 
II. 493, Pappus solution III. 501-3 

Dodgson, C. L. 1. 194,254; 261, 313, 11. 48, 275 

Dou, Jan Pieterszoon I. 1o 

Duhamel, J. M. C. 1. 139, 328 

Duplicate ratio 11. 133; ÓvrAactov, duplicate, 
distinct from StrAdovos, double (= ratio 
2:1), though use of terms not uniform 
H. 133: “duplicate” of given ratio found 
by vi. ir, II. 214: lemma on duplicate 
ratio as alternative to method of VI. 22 
(De Morgan and others) 11. 242-7 

` Duplication of cube ; reduction of, by Hippo- 
crates, to problem of finding two mean 
proportionals I. 135, 11.133: wrongly sup- 
posed to be alluded to in Timaeus 32 A, B, 
IL 294-5 7. 


Separation, 


Egyptians 1I. 112: knowledge of right-angled 
triangles I. 352: view of number 11. 280 
Elements: pre-Euclidean Elements, by Hip- 
pocrates of Chios, Leon 1. 116, Theudius 
I. 117: contributions to, by Eudoxus I. 1, 
37, Il. II2, III. IK, 365-0, 374, 441, The- 
aetetus I. I, 37, III. 3, 438, Hermotimus of 
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Colophon t. 117; Euclid’s Elemenis, ulti- 
mate aims of, I. 2, 1135-6; commentators 
On, I. 19-45, Proclus I. 19, 29-45 and 
passin, Heron 1. 20-24, an-Nairizi I. 21— 
4, Porphyry 1. 24, Pappus I. 24-7, 
Simplicius I. 28, Aenaeas (Aigeias) I. 28: 
MSS. of, I. 46-51: Theon’s changes in text 
I. 54-8: means of comparing Theonine with 
ante-Theonine text 1. 51-3: interpolations 
before Theon’s time 1. 58-63: scholia 1. 
64-74, III. 521-3: external sources 
throwing light on text, Heron, Taurus, 
Sextus Empiricus, Proclus, lamblichus 1. 
62-3: Arabic translations (1) by al-Hajjaj 
I. 75; 76, 79, 80, 83-4, (2) by Ishaq and 
Thabit b. Qurra I. 75-80, 83~4, (3) Nasirad- 
din at-Tüsi 1. 77-80, 84: Hebrew transla- 
tion by Moses b. Tibbon or Jakob b. 
Machir 1. 76: Arabian versions compared 
with Greek text 1. 79-83, with one another 
1. 83, 84: translation by Boethius 1. 92: 
old translation of roth c. I. 92 ; translations 
by Athelhard 1. 93-6, Gherard of Cremona 
I. 93-4, Campanus 1. 94-6, 97-100 etc., 
Zamberti 1. 98-100, Commandinus 1. 104- 
5: introduction into England, roth c., 
1.95: translation by Billingsley 1. rog-10: 
Greek texts, editzo princeps 1. 100~1; 
Gregorys I. 102-3, Peyrard’s 1. 103; 
August's I. 103, Heiberg’s passim: trans- 

. lations and editions generally I. 97-113: 
writers on Book X., 111. 8-9: on the nature 
of elements (Proclus) 1. 114-6, (Menaech- 
mus) I. r14, (Aristotle) 1. 116: Proclus on 
advantages of Euclid's Elements 1. 115: 
immediate recognition of, 1. r16: first 
principles of, definitions, postulates, com- 
mon notions (axioms) I. 117-24: technical 
terms in connexion with, I. 125-42: no 
definitions of such technical terms I. 150: 
sections of Book 1., I. 308 

Elinuam 1. 95 

Enestróm, G. IIL 32r 

Engel and Stackel I. 219, 321 

Enriques, F. 1. 157, 173, 193, 195; 201, 313; 
II. 30, 126 

Enunciation (mpbracs), one of formal di- 
visions of a proposition I. 129—30 

Epicureans, objection to Eucl. 1. 20, I. 41, 
287: Savile on, I. 287 

Equality, in sense different from that of 
congruence (= “‘ equivalent," Legendre) 1. 
327-8: two senses of equal (r) *' divisibly- 
equal” (Hilbert) or **equivalent by sum" 
(Amaldi), (2) ** equal in content ” (Hilbert) 
or “equivalent by difference” (Amaldi) 
I. 328: modem definition of, 1. 228 

Equimultiples: ‘‘ any equimultiples what- 
ever,” lodxts woddAarddowa kað’ Omowvoüv 
moÀAamAaciuncuóv II, I20: stereotyped 
phrase ‘other, chance, equimultiples " 
I1. 143-4: should include once each magni- 
tude Il. 145 

Eratosthenes: I. 1, 162: contemporary with 
Archimedes I. 1, 2; Archimedes’ * Method” 
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addressed to, IIL. 366: measurement of 


obliquity of ecliptic (23° 51' 20”) rr. rrr 

Exrard, Jean, de Bar-le-Duc 1. 108 

Erycinus I. 27, 290, 329 

Escribed circles of triangle 11. 85, 86-7 

Euclid: account of, in Proclus! summary I. 1: 
date 1. r-2: allusions to, in Archimedes 
L 1: (according to Proclus) a Platonist 
I. 2: taught at Alexandria I. 2: Pappus 
on personality of, I. 3: story of (in 
Stobaeus) r. 3: not **of Megara” 1. 3, 4: 
supposed to have been born at Gela I. 4: 
Arabian traditions about, 1. 4, 5: **of Tyre” 
L 4-6: ‘fof Tis” I. 4, 57.: Arabian 
derivation of name (‘‘ key of geometry ") 
1.6: Elements, ultimate aim of, 1. 2, 115-6: 
other works, Comics 1. 16, Pseudaria 1. 7, 
Data 1. 8, 132, 141, 385, 391, On divisions 
(of figures) 1. 8, 9, Porisms I. 10-15, 
Surface-loct 1. 15, 16, Phaenomena 1. 16, 
17, Optics 1. 17, Elements of Music ox 
Sectio Canonis 1. 17, 11. 294-5: on ‘‘three- 
and four-line locus” 1. 3: Arabian list of 
works I. 17, 18: bibliography 1. 91-113 

Eudemus 1. 29: On che Angle Y. 34, 38, 
177-8: History of Geometry Y. 34, 3578 
278, 295, 304: 317, 320, 387, I. 99, III, 
III. 3, 366, 524 

Eudoxus I. 1, 37, 116, II. 40, 99, 280, 295: 
. discoverer of theory of proportion covering 
incommensurables as expounded generally 
in Bks. V., VI., I. 137, 351, II. 112: on the 
„golden section Y. 137: discoverer of method 
of exhaustion I. 234, III. 365-6, 374: used 
“ Axiom of Archimedes” 111. 15: first to 
prove theorems about volume of pyramid 
(Eucl. xit. 7 Por.) and cone (Eucl. XII. 10), 
also theorem of Eucl. XII. 2, HI. 15: 
theorems of Eucl. X111. 1-5 probably due 
to, III. 441: inventor of a certain curve, 
the Aippopede, horse-fetter 1. 163: possibly 
wrote Sphaerica 1. 17: 111. 442, 522, 523, 526 

Euler, Leonhard I. 401 

Eutocius: I. 25, 35, 39, 142, 161, 164, 259, 
317, 329. 330, 373: on “vi. Def. 5" and 
meaning of rydexdrns 11. 116, 132, 189-90: 
.gives locus-theorem from Apoilonius’ Plane 
Loci Y. 198-200 

Even (number): definitions by Pythagoreans 
and in Nicomachus 11. 281: definitions of 
odd and even by one, another unscientific 
(Aristotle) 1. 148-9, rr. 281: Nicom. 
‘divides even into three classes (1) evez- 
times even and (2) even-times odd as ex- 
tremes, and (3) odd-times even as interme- 
diate I1, 282-3 

Even-times even: Euclid’s use differs from 
_use by Nicomachus, Theon of Smyrna and 
lamblichus 11. 281-2 

Even-times odd in Euclid different from even- 
odd of Nicomachus and the rest 11. 282-4 

Ex aequali, of ratios, 11. 136: ex aeguali pro- 
positions (V. 20, 22), and ex aequali ‘in 
perturbed proportion” (v. 21, 23) 11. 176-8 

Exhaustion, method of: discovered by 


Eudoxus 1. 234, III. 365-6: evidence of 

Archimedes 111. 365-6: III. 374-7 
Exterior and interior (of angles) 1. 263, 280 
Extreme and mean ratio (line cut in): defined, 

Il. 188: known to Pythagoreans I. 403, 

II. 99, IH. I9, 525: irrationality of seg- 

ments of (afotomes) III. 19, 449-51 
Extremity, wépas, 1. 182, 183 


Faifofer 11. 126 

Falk, H. 1r. 113 

al-Faradi 1. 87., 9o 

Fermat IH. 526-7 

Figure, as viewed by Plato 1. 182, by 
Aristotle I. 182-3, by Euclid 1. 183: 
according to Posidonius is confining 
boundary only I. 41, 183: figures bounded 
by two lines classified 1. 187: angle-less 
(dydviov) figure I. 187 

Figures, printing of, 1. 97 

Fihrist 1. 47., gn. 07, 21, 24, 25, 273 list 
of Euclid's works in, I. 17, 18 

Finaeus, Orontius (Oronce Fine) 1. 101, 104 

Flauti, Vincenzo I. 107 

Florence Ms. Laurent. XXVIII. 3 (F) 1. 47 

Flussates, see Candalla 

Forcadel, Pierre 1. 108 

Fourier: definition of plane based on Eucl. 
XI. 4, f. 173-4, III. 263 

Fourth proportional: assumption of existence 
of, in V. 18, and alternative methods for 
avoiding (Saccheri, De Morgan, Simson, 
Smith and Bryant) 11. 170-4: Clavius made 
the assumption an axiom II. ro: sketch of 
proof of assumption by De Morgan 11. 171: 
condition for existence of number which 
is a fourth proportional to three numbers 
IL 409-11 

Frankland, W. B. 1.- 173, 199 

Frischauf, J. 1. 174 


Galileo Galilei: on ange of contact Il. 42 

Gartz 1. 92. 

Gauss I. 172, 193, I94, 202, 219, 321 

Geminus: name not Latin 1. 38-9: title of 
work ($XokaMa) quoted from by Proclus 
I. 39, and by Schol. 111. 522: elements 
of astronomy I. 38: comm. on Posidonius 
I. 39: Proclus obligations to, I. 39—42: 
on postulates and axioms I. 122-3, HI. 
522: on theorems and problems 1. 128: 
two classifications of lines (or curves) 1. 
160-2: on homoeomeric (uzzforz) lines 
I. 162: on ''mixed" lines (curves) and 
surfaces I. 162: classification of surfaces 
I. 170, of angles I. 178-9: on parallels 
I. 191: on Postulate 4, I. 200: on stages 
of proof of theorem of I. 32, I. 317-20: 
L 21, 27-8, 37, 4- 45, 1337., 203, 265, 330 

Geometrical algebra 1. 372-4: Euclid’s 
method in Book 11. evidently the classical 
method 1. 373: preferable to semi-alge- 
braical method 1. 377-8 

Geometrical progression II. 346 sqq.: summa- 
tion of z terms of (tx. 35) 11. 420-1 
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Geometric means IL. 357 sqq.: One mean 
between square numbers 11. 294, 363, or be- 
tween similar plane numbers 11. 371-2: two 
means between cube numbers I1. 294, 364-5, 
or between similar solid numbers 1I. 373-5 

Gherard of Cremona, translator of 2lesments 
I. 93-4: of an-Nairizi's commentary I. 22, 
94, II. 47: of tract De divisionibus Y. 9 

Giordano, Vitale 1. 106, 176 

Given, dSedopévos, different senses, I. 132-3 

Gnomon: literally “that enabling (something) 
to be known” 1.64, 370: successive senses 
of, (1) upright marker of sundial, 1. 181, 
185, 271-2, introduced into Greece by 
Anaximander 1. 370, (2) carpenter's square 

. for drawing right angles 1. 371, (3) figure 
placed round square to make larger square 
I. 351, 371, Indian use of gnomon in this 
sense I. 362, (4) use extended by Euclid to 
parallelograms I. 371, (s) by Heron and 
Theon to any figures I. 371-2: Euclid's 
method of denoting in figure t. 383: arith- 
metical use of, I. 358-60, 371, 11. 289 

«u Gnomon-wise " (xarà yrdpova), old name 
for perpendicular (á&eros) 1. 36, 181, 272 

Gorland, A. I. 233, 234 

Golden section (section in extreme and mean 
ratio), discovered by Pythagoreans I. 137, 
403, II. 99: connexion with theory of irra- 
tionals I. 137, III. 19: theory carried further 
by Plato and Eudoxus 11. 99: theorems of 
Eucl XIII. 1-5 on, probably due to Eu- 
doxus III. 441 

** Goose's foot ” (pes anseris), name for Eucl. 

IL 7, I. 99 

Gow, James I. 135 7. 

Gracilis, Stephanus 1. 101-2 

Grandi, Guido 1. 107 

Greater ratio: Euclid's criterion not the only 
one II. 130: arguments from greater to less 
ratios etc. unsafe unless they go back to 
original definitions (Simson on v. ro) II. 
156-7: test for, cannot coexist with test 
for equal or less ratio II. 130-1 

Greatest common measure: Euclid's method 
of finding corresponds exactly to ours II. 
118, 299, III. 18, 21-2: Nicomachus gives 
the same method 11. 300: method used to 
prove incommensurability 111. 18-9; for 

. this purpose often unnecessary to carry it 
far (cases of extreme and mean ratio and 
of J/2) 111. 18-9 

Gregory, David 1. 102-3, II. 116, 143, II. 32 

Gregory of St Vincent I. 401, 404 

Gromatici 1. gin., 95 

Grynaeus I. 100-1 


Habler, Th. IL. 2947. 

al-Haitham I. 88, 89 

al-Hajjaj b. Y üsuf b. Matar, translator of the 
Elements 1. 22, 78, 76, 79, 80, 83, 84 

Halifax, William 1. 108, r10 

Halliwell (-Phillips) 1. 95 7. 

Hankel, H. I. 139, 141, 232, 234. 344: 354, 
II, 116, 117, HI. 8 
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Harmonica of Ptolemy, Comm. on, 1. 17 

Harmony, Introduction to, not by Euclid, 1. 17 

Hàrün ar-Rashid 1. 75 

al-Hasan b. ‘Ubaidallah b. Sulaiman b. 
Wahb 1. 87 : 

Hauber, C. F. 11. 244 

Hauff, J. K. F. 1. 108 , 

“Heavy and Light," tract on, I. 18 

Heiberg, J. L. passim 

Helix, cylindrical 1. 161, 162, 329, 330 

Helmholtz, 1. 226, 227 

Henrici and Treutlein 1. 313, 404, 1I. 30 

Henrion, Denis 1. 108 : 

Hérigone, Pierre 1. ro8 

Herlin, Christian 1. roo 

Hermotimus of Colophon 1. 1 

Herodotus I. 37 7., 370 

** Heromides" 1. 158 

Heron of Alexandria, wechanicus, date of, 
I. 20-1, HJ. 521: Heron and Vitruvius 
I, 20-1; commentary on Euclid's Zlements 
_ I. 20-4: direct proof of I. 25, I. 301: com- 
parison of areas of triangles in I, 24, I. 334- 
5: addition to 1. 47, I. 366-8: apparently 
originated semi-algebraical method of 
proving theorems of Book I1., 1. 373, 378: 
Eucl. 111, 12 interpolated from, II. 28: 
extends IIL 20, 21 to angles in segments 
less than semicircles 11. 47-8: does not 
recognise angles equal to or greater than two 
right angles 11. 47-8: proof of formula for 
area of triangle, A =Vs(s— a) (s — 4) (s — c), 
IL. 87-8: 1. 1377., 159, 163, 168, 170, 
171-2, 176, 183, 184, 185, 188, 189, 222, 
, 223; 243, 253, 285, 287, 299, 35!, 369, 
1871, 408, 407, 408, II. 5, 16-7, 24, 28, 
33; 34, 30) 44, 47, 48, 116, 189, 302, 320, 
383, 395, III. 24, 263, 265, 267, 268, 269,, 
270, 366, 404, 442 

Heron, Proclus’ instructor I. 29 

** Herundes" 1. x56 

Hieronymus of Rhodes I. 305 

Hilbert, D. 1. 157, 193, 201, 228-31, 249, 
313, 328 

Hipparchus I. 47, 30 7., III. 523 

Hippasus I1. 97, 11. 438 

Hippias of Elis 1. 42, 265-6 

Hippocrates of Chios I. 871., 29, 35, 38, 116, 
I35, 1367., 386-7, II. 133: first proved 
that circles (and similar segments of circles) 
are to one another as the squares on their 
diameters 111. 366, 374 

Hippopede (rov véón), a certain curve used 
by Eudoxus I. 162-3, 176 ' 

Hoffmann, Heinrich 1. 107 

Hoffmann, Joh. Jos. Ign. 1. 108, 365 

Holgate, T. F. 111. 284, 303, 331 

Holtzmann, Wilhelm (Xylander) 1. 107 

Homoeomeric (uniform) lines 1. 40, 161, 162 

Hoppe, E. I. 21, III. 521 ` 

Hornlike angle (xeparoedys ywvla) I. 177, 
' 178, 182, 265, II. 39, 40: &orz&Ze angle 
and angle of semicircle, controversies on, 
Il. 39-42: Proclus on, 11. 39-40: Demo- 
critus may have written on AZorzZi£e angle 
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Il. 40: view of Campanus (“not angles in 
same sense") II. 41 : of Cardano (quantities 
of different orders or kinds): of Peletier 
(Rornike angle no angle, no quantity, 
nothing; angles of aZ/ semicircles right 
angles and equal) 11. 41: of Clavius II. 42: 
of Vieta and Galileo (‘‘angle of contact no 
angle”) 11. 42: of Wallis (angle of contact 
not inclination at all but degree of curvature) 
IL. 42 E 

Horsley, Samuel 1. 106 

Hoüel, J. 1. 219 

Hudson, John 1. ro2 

Hultsch, F. 1. 20, 329, 400, H. 133, III. 4, 
522, 523, 526, 527 

Hunain b. Ishag al-Ibàdi i. 75 

Hypotheses, in Plato I. 122: in Aristotle 
I. 118-20: confused by Proclus with 
definitions I. 121-2: geometer's hypo- 
theses not false (Aristotle) I. 119 

Hypothetical construction 1. 199 

Hypsicles 1. 5: author of Book xiv, I. 5, 6, 
Ill. 438-9, 512 


Iamblichus 1. 63, 83, 11. 97, 116, 279, 280, 
281, 283, 284, 285, 286, 287, 288, 289, 290, 
291, 292, 293, 419, III. 526 

Ibn al“Amid 1. 86 

Ibn al-Haitham 1. 88, 89 

Ibn al-Lubüdi t. go —— 

Ibn Rahawaihi al-Arjani 1. 86 

Ibn Sina (Avicenna) I. 77, 89 

Icosahedron 11. 98: defined 111. 262: dis- 
covery of, attributed to Theaetetus III. 
438: problem of inscribing in sphere, 
Euclid’s solution 11. 481-9, Pappus’ solu- 
tion 111. 489-91: Mr H. M. Taylor's con- 
struction III. 491-2 

“Tflaton” 1. 88 

Inclination (kMocts) of straight line to plane, 
defined 111. 260, 263-4 : of plane to plane 
(=dihedral angle) 111. 260, 264 ; 

Incommensurables: discovered by Pythagora 
or Pythagoreans II. r, 2, 3, and with 
reference to ,/2, I. 351, HI. I, 2, 19: in- 
commensurable a zatural kind, unlike zz- 
rational which depends on convention or 
assumption (Pythagoreans) III. 1: proof 
of incommensurability of ,/2 no doubt 
Pythagorean 111, 2, proof in Chrystal’s 
Algebra 111, 19-20: incommensurable i 
length and incommensurable in square 
defined 111. 10, t1: symbols for, used in 
notes III. 34: method of testing incom- 
mensurability (process of finding G.C.M.) 
IL 118, III. 18-9: means of expression 
consist in power of approximation without 
limit (De Morgan) 11. 119: approximations 
to 4/2 by means of side- and diagonal- 
numbers I. 399-401, II. 119, by means of 
sexagesimal fractions III. 523, to 4/3 II. 
Lig, III. 523: to V 4500 by means of sexa- 
gesimal fractions II. 119: to 7, II. 119 

Incomposite: (of lines) I. 160—1, (of surfacesy 
I. 170: (of number) — prime 11. 284 
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Indivisible lines (&rouot ypaypal), theory of, 
rebutted 1. 268 

Infinite, Aristotle on the, I. 232—4: infinite 
division not assumed, but proved, by geo- 
meters I. 268 

Infinity, parallels meeting at, I. 192-3 

Ingrami, G. I. 175, 193, 195, 201, 227-8, 
II. 30, 126 

Integral calculus, in new fragment of Archi- 
medes 111. 366-7 ; 

Interior and exterior (of angles) 1. 263, 280: 
interior and opposite angle 1. 280 

Interpolationsin the E/ezzezzs before Theon’s 
time I. 58-63: by Theon t. 46, 55-6: Eucl. 
I. 40 interpolated t. 338: other proposi- 
tions interpolated, (X11. 12) 11. 28, (propo- 
sition after XI. 37) nt. 360, (XIIL 6) IIL. 
449-51: cases? in XI. 23, MI. 319-21: 
defs. of analysis and synthesis, and proofs 
of XIII. 1-5 by, HI. 442-3 

Inverse (ratio), inversely (dvámaMw) 1t. 134: 
inversion is subject of v. 4, Por. (Theon) 
IL 144, and of V. 7, Por. 11. 149, but is 
not properly put in either place 31. 149: 
Simson's Prop. B on, directly deducible 
from v. Def. 5, II. 144 

Irrational: discovered by Pythagoras or Py- 
thagoreans I. 351, III. 1-2, 3, and with 
reference to \/2, I. 351, III. I, 2, 19, cf. 111. 
524-8: depends on assumption or conven- 
tion, unlike incommensurable which is a 
natural kind (Pythagoreans) 111.1: claim 
of India to priority of discovery 1. 363-43 
“irrational diameter of 5? (Pythagoreans 
and Plato) 1. 399-400, III. 12: approxima- 
tion to ./2 by means of ''side-" and 
‘‘diagonal-” numbers 1. 399-401, II. 119: 
Indian approximation to 4/2, I. 361, 363-4: 
unordered irrationals (Apollonius) 1. 42, 
II5; HI. 3, 10, 246, 255-9: irrational 
ratio (&pomros Adyos) 1. 137: an irrational 
straight line is so relatively to azy straight 
line taken as rational III. 10, 11: irrational 
area incommensurable with rational area 
or square on rational straight line 111, 10, 
12: Euclid's irrationals, object of classifi- 
cation of, III. 4, 5: Book X. a repository 
of results of solution of different types of 
quadratic and biquadratic equations HI. 5: 
types of equations of which Euclid's irra- 
tionals are positive roots III. 5-7: actual 
use of Euclid's irrationals in Greek geo- 
metry III. 9-10: compound irrationals in 
Book x. all different U1. 242-3 

Isaacus Monachus (or Argyrus) I. 73-4, 407 

Ishàq b. Hunain b. Ishaq al-Ibadi, Abi 
Yaqüb, translation of Zlements by, 1. 75— 
80, 83-4 


`, Isidorus of Miletus 111. 520 


Ismail b. Bulbul 1. 88 
Jsoperimetric (or isometric) figures: Pappus 
and Zenodorus on, I. 26, 27, 333 


. Lsosceles (tgooxedfs) 1. 187: of numbers (= 


even) I. 188: isosceles right-angled tri- 
angle I. 352: isosceles triangle of Iv. 10, 
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construction of, due to Pythagoreans rr. 
97-9 


Jacobi, C. F. A. 11. 188 

Jakob b. Machir 1. 76 

al-Jauhari, al- Abbas b. Sa'id 1. 85 

al-Jayyàni 1. 9o 

Joannes Pediasimus I. 72-3 

Johannes of Palermo 111. 8 

Junge, G., on attribution of theorem of 1. 47 
and discovery of irrationals to Pythagoras 
I. 381, III. 1%., 523 


Kastner, A. G. 1. 78, 97, IOT 

al-Karabisi 1. 85 

Katyayana Sulba-Sütra 1. 360 

Keill, John 1. 105, 110-11 

Kepler 1. 193 

al-Khazin, Abū Ja'far 1. 77, 85 $ 

Killing, W. I. 194, 219, 225-6, 235, 242, 
272, III. 276 

al-Kindi 1. 5, 86 

Klamroth, M. I. 75-84 

Kliigel, G. S. 1. 212 

Kluge III. 520 

Knesa, Jakob 1. rra 

Knoche I. 32 7., 33%, 73 

Kroll, W. I. 399-400 

al-Kühi 1. 88 


Lachlan, R. It. 226, 227, 248-6, 247, 256, 
272 

Lambert, J. H. 1. 212-3 

Lardner, Dionysius 1. 112, 246, 250, 298, 
404, II. 58, 259, 271 

Lascaris, Constantinus 3 

Leading theorems (as distinct from converse) I. 
257: leading variety of conversion I. 256-7 

Least common multiple II. 336-41 

Leeke, John 1. rro 

Lefévre, Jacques 1. 100 

Legendre, Adrien Marie I. 112, 169, 213-9, 
IL 30, III. 263, 264, 265, 266, 267, 268, 
273, 275, 298, 309, 356, 436: proves VI. 1 
and similar propositions in two parts (1) for 
commensurables, (2) for incommensurables 
II. 193-4: proof of Eucl. XI. 4, III. 280, 
of XI.. 6, 8, Il. 284, 289, of XI. 15, IIL 
299, of XI. 19, III. 305: definition of 
planes at right angles III. 303: alternative 
proofs of theorems relating to prisms III. 
331-3: on equivalent parallelepipeds III. 
335-6: proof of Eucl. xi. 2, III. 377-8: 
propositions on volumes of pyramids 111. 
389-91, of cylinders and cones III. 422-3 

Leibniz 1. 145, 169, 176, 194 

Leiden Ms. 399, 1 of al-Hajjaj and an- 
Nairizi I. 22 : 

Lemma Y 114: meaning (=assumption) I. 
133-4: lemmas interpolated 1. 59-60, 
especially from Pappus 1. 67: lemma 
assumed in VI. 22, II. 242-3: alternative 
propositions on duplicate ratios and ratios 
of which they are duplicate (De Morgan 
and others) Ii. 242-7: lemmas interpo- 
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lated, (after X. 9) 111. 30-1, (after x. 59) 111. 
97, 131-2: lemmas suspected, (those added 
to X. 18, 23) rir. 48, (that after XII. 2) 
III. 375, (that after XIII. 2) III. 444-5 

Length, jos (of numbers in one dimension) 
II. 287: Plato restricts term to side of 
complete square It. 287 

Leodamas of Thasos I. 36, 134 

Leon I. 116 

Leonardo of Pisa 111. 8 

Leotaud, Vincent H. 42 

Linderup, H. C. 1. 113 

Line: Platonic definition 1. 158: objection 
of Aristotle I. 158: ‘magnitude extended 
one way” (Aristotle, *Heromides") 1. 
158: ‘divisible or continuous one way” 
(Aristotle) 1. 158-9: “flux of point” r. 
159: Apollonius on, I. 159: classification 
of lines, Plato and Aristotle 1. 159-60, 
Heron 1. 159-60, Geminus, first classifica- 
tion I. 160-1, second I. 161: straight 
(e08eta), curved (xayrtAn), circular (mepue- 
phs), spiral-shaped (&uxoetó7)s), bent (kexap- 
Lévy), broken (xexrAacuévy), round (rà 
eTpo'y'yóXor) I. 159, composite (otvGeros), 
incomposite (dovrGeros), ‘forming a figure” 
(oxnuarorooica), determinate (wpicuérn), 
indeterminate (dépeoros) 1. 160: “asym- 
ptotic? or non-secant (devurrwros), secant 
(evwarrtorós) 1. 161: simple, “mixed” 1. 
161-2: Aomozomeric (uniform) 1. 161-2: 
Proclus on lines without extremities 1. 165: 
Loci on lines Y. 329, 330 

Linear, loci I. 330: problems 1. 330: num- 
bers=(1) in one dimension 11. 287, (2) 
prime 11. 285 

Lionardo da Vinci, proof of 1. 47, t. 365-6 

Lippert 1. 88 7. i 

Lobachewsky, N. I. I. 174-5, 213, 219 

Locus-theorems (rowwà Oewphuara) and loci 
(rómo) : locus defined by Proclus I. 329: 
loci likened by Chrysippus to Platonic 
ideas 1. 330-1: locus-theorems and loci 
(1) on lines (a) plane loci (straight lines and 
circles) (b) sołzæ loci (conics), (2) ez sur- 
faces 1. 329: corresponding distinction be- 
tween plane and solid problems, to which 
Pappus adds &mear problems I. 330: fur- 
ther distinction in Pappus between (1) 
é$ekrikol (2) Sieodixol (3) dvacrpogixot 
TóTo. I. 330: Proclus regards locus in 
I. 35, HI. 21, 31 as an area which is locus 
of area (parallelogram or triangle) I. 330 

YU conversion, distinct from geometrical 
1. 25 

Logical deductions 1. 256, 284—5, 300: not 
made by Euclid rr. 22, 29: logical equi- 
valents I. 309, 314—5 

Lorenz, J. F. 1. 107-8, III. 34 

Loria, Gino I. 77., 10%., II., I22L, ITI. 
8, 9, 527 

Luca Paciuolo 1. 98-9, 100, III. 8 

Lucas, E. IIl. 527 

Lucian 1. 99 

Lundgren, F. A. A. 1. 113 
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Machir, Jakob b. 1. 76 

Magni, Domenico 1. 106 

Magnitude: common definition vicious I. 148 

al-Máhàáni 1. 85 

Major (irrational) straight line: biquadratic 
of which it is positive root 111. 7: defined 
LI. 87-8: equivalent to square root of 
fourth binomial 111. 84, 125—7: uniquely 
divided 111, 98: extension of meaning to 
irrational straight line of zhree terms 111. 258 

al-Ma'mün, Caliph I. 75 

Mansion, P. 1. 219 

al-Mansür, Caliph 1. 75 

Manuscripts of Zlements 1. 46-51 

Martianus Capella 1. 91, 155 

Martin, T. H. I. 20, 297, 307. 

Mas'üd b. al-Qass al-Bagdadi 1. 9o 

Maximus Planudes, scholia and lectures on 
Elements 1. 72 

Means: three kinds, arithmetic, geometric 
and harmonic Il. 2902-3: geometric mean 
is ** proportion par excellence” (kuplws) t1. 
292-3: one geometric mean between two 
square numbers, two between two cube 
numbers (Plato) 11. 294, 363-5: one geo- 
metric mean between similar plane num- 
bers, two between similar solid numbers 
Il. 371-8: no numerical geometric mean 
between and z+ 1 (Archytas and Euclid) 


IL. 294-5 
Medial (straight line): connected by Theae- 
tetus with geometric mean III. 3, 4: defined 


II. 49, 50: medial area 111. 54-5: an un- — 


limited number of irrationals can be de- 


rived from medial straight line, 111. 254~5 . 


Meguar=axis I. 93 

Mehler, F. G. 1. 404, III. 268, 284-5 

Meier, Rudolf 1. 217%., III. 521, 522 

Menaechmus: story of M. and Alexander 1. 
1: on elements 1. X14: I. 117, 125, 133%. 

Menelaus 1. 21, 23: direct proof of I. 25, 
I. 300 

Middle term, or cause, in geometry, illus- 
trated by Eucl. III. 31, I. 149 

Mill, J. S. 1. 144 

Minor (irrational) straight line: biquadratic 
of which it is root 111. 7: defined rir. 
163-4: uniquely formed III. 172-3 : equi- 
valent to square root of fourth apotome 
II. 203-6 

“ Mixed" (lines) 1. 161—2: (surfaces) I. 162, 
170: different meanings of “mixed” I. 162 

Mocenigo, Prince I. 97-8 

Moderatus, a Pythagorean II. 280 

Mollweide, C. B. I. 108 

Mondoré (Montaureus), Pierre 1. x02 

Moses b. Tibbon r. 76 

Motion, in mathematics 1. 226: motion with- 
out deformation considered by Helmholtz 
necessary to geometry I. 226-7, but shown 
by Veronese to be 2eztio principii 1. 226-47 

Müller, T. H. T. r. 189 

Müller, J. W. 1. 365 

Muhammad (b.' Abdalbáqi)al-Bagdádi, trans- 
lator of De divisionibus 1. 8 n., 9o, 110 
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Muh. b. Ahmad Abü'r-Raihàn al-Birüni 1. 


o 

Muh. b. Ashraf Shamsaddin as-Samarqandi 
1.8 

Muh. 2. "Isi Aba ‘Abdallah al-Mahani 1. 85 

Multinomial (straight line): an extension 
from binomial, probably investigated by 
Apollonius, TII. 256 

Multiplication, definition of, 11. 287 

Munich ms. of enunciations (R) I. 94-5 

Misa b. Muh. b. Mahmiid Qadizade ar- 
Rimi I. 572., go 

Music, Elements of (Sectio Canonis), by 
Euclid 1. 17, II. 295 

Musici scriptores Graeci U. 294 

al-Musta'sim, Caliph 1. go 

al-Mutawakkil, Caliph I. 75 


an-Nairizi, Abū °l ‘Abbas al-Fadl b. Hatim, 
I. 21-4, 85, 184, 190, IQI, 195, 223, 232, 
258, 270, 285, 299; 303, 326, 364, 367, 
369, 373, 405; 408, II. 5, 16, 28, 34, 36, 
445 471 302, 320, 383 

Napoleon 1. 103 

Nasiraddin at-Tüsi I. 4, 577, 77, 84, 89, 
208-10, Ir. 28 

Nazif b. Yumn (Yaman) al-Qass 1. 76, 77,8 

Neide, J. G. C. 1. 103 

iri E G. H. F. 1. 287, 293, III. 8, 
52 

Nicomachus I. 92, IX. 116, 119, 131, 279, 
280, 281, 282, 283, 284, 285, 286, 287, 
288, 289, 290, 291, 292, 293, 294: 300, 
363, III. 526, 527 

Nicomedes 1. 42, 160-1, 265-6 

Nipsus, Marcus Junius I. 305 

Nixon, R. C. J. 11. 16 

Nominal and real definitions: see Definitions 

Number: defined by Thales, Eudoxus, 
Moderatus, Aristotle, Euclid 11. 280: 
Nicomachus and Iamblichus on, 11. 280: 
represented by lines 11. 287, and by points 
or dots 11. 288-9 


Objection (Éveracis), technical term, in geo- 
metry I. I35, 257, 260, 265: in logic 
(Aristotle) I. 135 

Oblong: (of geometrical figure) 1. 131, 188: 
(of Samber in Plato either mpouńeys or 
érepounkys 11. 288: but these terms denote 
two distinct divisions of plane numbers in 
Nicomachus, Theon of Smyrna and Iam- 
blichus 11. 289-90 

Octahedron 11. 98: definition of, 111. 262: 
discovery of, attributed to Theaetetus 111. 
438: problem of inscribing in sphere, 
Euclid's solution Itt. 474-7, Pappus’ solu- 
tion III. 477 

Odd (number): defs. of in Nicomachus It. 
281: Pythagorean definition 11. 281: def. 
of odd and even by one another unscientific 
(Aristotle) 1. 148-9, 11. 281: Nicom. and 
lambl. distinguish three classes of odd 
numbers (ri) prime and incomposite, 
(2) secondary and composite, as extremes, 
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(3) secondary and composite in themselves 
but prime and incomposite to one another, 
which is intermediate t1. 287 

Odd-times even (number) : definition in Eucl. 
Spurious II. 283-4, and differs from defi- 
nitions by Nicomachus etc. ibig. 

Odd-times odd (number): defined in Eucl. 
but not in Nicom. and Iambl. rr. 284: 
Theon of Smyrna applies term to prime 
numbers tI. 284 

Oenopides of Chios 1. 34. 36, 126, 271, 298, 
371, III. 525, 526 

Ofterdinger, L. F. 1. 9m., 10 

Olympiodorus I. 29 

Oppermann I. xrgy 

Optics of Euclid 1. 17 

* Ordered ” proportion (rerayyévn dvadoyia), 
interpolated definition of, 11. 137 

Oresme, N. 1. 9 

Orontius Finaeus (Oronce Fine) r. 101, 104 

Ozanam, Jaques I. 107, 108 


Paciuolo, Luca t. 98-9, roo, 111. 8 

Pamphile 1. 317, 31 

Pappus: contrasts Euclid and Apollonius 1. 3 : 
on Euclid's Porisms 1. 10-14, Surface-loct 
I. rs, 16, Data 1. 8: on Treasury of 
Analysts 1. 8, 10, 11, 138: commentary 
on Elements 1. 24—7, partly preserved in 
scholia 1. 66: evidence of scholia as to 
Pappus’ text 1. 66-7: commentary on 
Book x. survives in Arabic II. 3: quota- 
tions from it, UI. 3-4, 255-9: lemmas in 
Book x. interpolated from, r. 67: on 
' Analysis and Synthesis 1. 138-9, 141-2: 
additional axioms by, 1. 28, 223, 224, 232: 
on converse of Post. 4, 1.25,201: proof of 
L 5 by, I. 254: extension of I. 47, I. 366: 

' semi-algebraical methods in, I. 373, 378: 
on loci I. 329, 330: on conchoids 1. 16r, 
266: on quadratrix I. 266: on isoperime- 
tric figures I. 26, 27, 333: on paradoxes 
of Erycinus 1. 27, 290: lemma on Apollo- 
nius’ Plane veces 11. 64-5: problem from 
same work II. 81: assumes case of VI. 3 
where external angle bisected (Simson's 
VI. Prop. A) 11. 197: theorem from Apol- 
lonius’ Plane Loci 11. 198: theorem that 
ratio compounded of ratios of sides (of equi- 
angular parallelograms) is equal to ratio of 
rectangles contained by sides II. 250: use of 
Euclid's irrationals Wi. 9, 10: methods of 
inscribing regular solids in sphere, tetra- 
hedron III. 472-3, octahedron III. 477, cube 
IJ. 480, icosahedron 11%. 489-91, dodeca- 
hedron II. 501-3: I. 17, 39; 133 75, 137, 
I51, 225, 388, 391, 401: II. 4, 27, 29, 67, 70, 
81, 113, 133, 271, 250, 251, 292, III. 522 

Papyrus, Herculanensis No. 1061, I. 50, 
184: Oxyrhynchus I. 5o: Fayüm I. 5r, 
337, 338: Rhind I. 304 

Paradoxes, in geometry 1. 188: of Erycinus 
I. 27, 290, 329: an ancient “Budget of 
Paradoxes” I. 32 

* Parallelepipedal"— with parallel planes or 
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faces: ‘‘parallelepipedal solid” (not “solid 
parallelepiped”) or “parallelepiped” 111. 
326: generally has six faces but sometimes 
more (‘‘parallelepipedal prism”) 111. 401, 
404: ‘‘parallelepipedal” (solid) numbers 
in Nicomachus have two of sides differing 
by unity II. 290 

Parallelogram (= parallelogrammic area), 
first introduced 1. 325: rectangular paral- 
lelogram I. 370 

Parallels: Aristotle on, I. 190, 191-2: defi- 
nitions, by *'Aganis" 1. 191, Geminus 
I. 191, Posidonius I. rgo, Simplicius I. 
Igo: as equi-distants I. 190-1, 194: direc- 
tion-theory of, I. 191-2, 194: definitions 
classified I. 192-4: Veronese’s definition 
and postulate I. 194: Parallel Postulate, 
see Postulate 5: Legendre’s attempt to 
establish theory of, 1. 213-9: parallel 
planes, definition of, 111. 260, 265 

Paris Mss. of Alements, (p) 1. 49, (q) 1. 8o 

Pasch, M. 1. 157, 228, 250 

** Peacock's tail," name for Eucl. 111. 8, I. 99 

Pediasimus, Joannes I. 72-3 

Peithon 1. 203 

Peletarius (Jacques Peletier) 1- 103, 104, 249, 
407, II. 47, 56, 84, 146, 190: on angle of 
contact and angle of semicircle 11. 41 

Pena I. 104 

Pentagon: decomposition of regular pentagon 
into 30 elementary triangles II. 98: rela- 
tion to pentagram Il. 99 

Pentagonal numbers II. 289 

** Perfect” (of a class of numbers) II. 293-4, 
421-5, III. 526-7: Pythagoreans applied 
term to Io, II. 294: 3 also called ** perfect? 
II. 294 

Perpendicular («á8eros): definition 1. 181: 
t plane” and “solid”? I. 272: perpendicu- 
lar and obliques 1. 291: perpendicular to 
plane, 111. 260, 263: perpendicular to two 
straight lines not in one plane 111. 306-7 

Perseus I. 42, 162-3 

Perturbed proportion (reraparyuévyn dvadoyla) 
u. 136, 176-7 

Pesch, J. G. van, De Proc fontibus i. 238sqq., 
297. 

Petrus Montaureus (Pierre Mondoré) 1. 102 

Peyrard and Vatican Ms. r9o (P) I. 46, 47, 
103: I. 108 

Pfleiderer, C. F. 1. 168, 298, 1t. 2 

Phaenomena of Euclid 1. 16, 17 

Philippus of Mende 1. 1, 116 

Phillips, George I. 112 

Philo of Byzantium I. 20, 23: proof of 1. 8, 
I. 263-4. 

Philolaus, I. 34, 351, 371, 399, IL 97, II. 525 

Philoponus I. 45, I9I-2, Il. 234, 282 

Pirckenstein, A, E. Burkh. von, 1. 107 

Plane (or plane surface): Plato's definition 
of, I. 171, III. 272-3: Proclus and Sim- 
plicius' interpretation of Euclid's def. 1. 
I71: possible origin of Euclid's def. I. 
171: Archimedes’ assumption I. 171, 172: 
other ancient definitions of, in Proclus, 
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Heron, Theon of Smyrna, an-Nairizi I. 
171-2: “Simson’s” definition (“axiom of 
the plane") 1. 172—3, III. 273, and Gauss 
on, I. 172-3: Crelle's tract on, 1. 172-4: 
other definitions by Fourier I. 173, Deahna 
I. 174, J. K. Becker 1. 174, Leibniz 1. 176, 
Beez 1. 176: evolution of, by Bolyai and 
Lobachewsky I. x74-5: Enriques and 
Amaldi, Ingrami, Veronese and Hilbert 
On, I. 175: plane at right angles to plane, 
Euclid’s definition of, 111. 260, 263, and 
alternative definition making it a particular 
case of “inclination” Itt. 303-4: parallel 
planes defined 111. 260, 265 

“Plane loci" 1. 329-30: Plane Loci of Apol- 
lonius 1. r4, 259, 330, II. 198-200 

Plane numbers, product of two factors 
(" sides” or ‘length’ and ‘ breadth”) 
11. 287-8 : in Plato either square or oblong 
II. 287-8: similar plane numbers 11. 293: 
one mean proportional between similar 
plane numbers II. 371-2 

** Plane problems" I. 329 

Planudes, Maximus I. 72 

Plato: 1. 1, 2, 3, 137, 155-6, 159, 184, 187, 
203, 221, II. 1, 3; supposed invention of 
Analysis by, I. 134: def. of straight line 
I. 165-6 : def. of plane surface I. 171: on 
golden section Y1. 99: on art of stereometry 
(length, breadth, and depth) as one of three 
pasara, next to geometry but commonly 
put after astronomy because little advanced 
IIl. 262: generation of cosmic figures by 
putting together triangles, I. 226, 11. 97-8, 
III. 267, 525: rule for rational right-angled 
triangles 1. 356, 357, 359, 360, 385: *'ra- 
tional diameter of 5” I. 399, gives 7/5 as 
approximation to 4/2, II. 119: passage of 
Theaetetus on dwdpecs (square roots or sedi) 
II. 288, 290, III. I-3, 524-5: on square 
and oblong numbers r1. 288, 290: theorem 
that between square numbers one mean 
suffices, between cube numbers two means 
are necessary II. 294, 364 

“Platonic” figures I. 2, III. 525: scholium 
on, HI. 438 


Playfair, John I. 103, rrr: “ Playfair's 


Axiom I. 220: used to prove Eucl. I. 29, 1. 
312, and Eucl. Post. 5, I. 313: comparison 
of Axium with Post. 5, I. 313-4 : Il. 2 

Pliny I. 20, 333 

Plutarch 1. 21, 29, 37, 177, 343, 351, II- 98, 
254, II. 368 

Point: Pythagorean definition of, 1. 155: in- 
terpretation of Euclid's definition I. 155: 
Plato’s view of, and Aristotle’s criticism 
I. 155-6: attributes of, according to Aris- 
totle I. 156: terms for (creyu7, exuetov) 1. 
156: other definitions by ‘“ Herundes,” 
Posidonius 1. 156, Simplicius I. 157 : nega- 
tive character of Euclid’s def. 1. 156: is it 
sufficient? 1. 156: motion of, produces 
line 1. 157 : an-Nairizi on, 1. 157: modern 
explanations by abstraction 1. 157 

Polybius I. 33r 


GENERAL INDEX 


Polygon: sum of interior angles (Proclus 
proof) I. 322: sum of exterior angles 1. 322 

Polygonal numbers 11. 289 

Polyhedral angles, extension of XI. 2: to, 
IH. 310-1 

Porism: two senses I. r3: (1)=corollary t. 
134, 278-9: as corollary to proposition 
precedes * Q.E.D." or * Q.E.F." 11. 8, 64: 
Porism to IV. rs mentioned by Proclus 
IL 109: Porism to VI. 19, II. 234: inter- 
polated Porisms (corollaries) 1. 60-1, 381 : 
(2) as used in Pordsms of Euclid, distin- 
guished from theorems and problems I. 
Io, I1: account of the Porisms given by 
Pappus I. 10-13: modern restorations by 
Simson and Chasles I. 14: views of Hei- 
berg I. 11, 14, and of Zeuthen 1. 15 

Porphyry 1. 17 : commentary on Euclid 1. 24: 
Symmikta 1.24,34, 44: 1. 136,277, 283, 287 

Poselger iri. 8 : 

Posidonius of Alexandria HI. 521 

Posidonius, the Stoic I. 20, 21, 27, 287., 
189, 197, IIL 521 : book directed against 
the Epicurean Zeno I. 34, 43 : on paxallels 
I. 40, 190: definition of figure 1. 41, 183 

Postulate, distinguished from axiom, by 
Aristotle 1. t18-9, by Proclus (Geminus 
and ** others”) 1. 121-3 : from hypothesis, 
by Aristotle I. 120-1, by Proclus 1. 121-2: 

ostulates in Archimedes I. 120, 123: 
uclid's view of, reconcileable with Aris- 

totle's I. r19—-20, 124: postulates do not 
confine us to rule and compass 1. 124: 
Postulates 1, 2, significance of, I. 193-6 : 
famous “ Postulate” or “ Axiom of Archi- 
medes” I. 234, III. 15-6 

Postulate 4: significance of, 1. 200: proofs 
of, resting on other postulates I. 200-1, 
231: converse true only when angles recti- 
lineal (Pappus) 1. 20r 

Postulate 5: probably due to Euclid himself 
I. 202: Proclus on, 1. 202-3 : attempts to 
prove, Ptolemy 1. 204-6, Proclus 1. 206-8, 
Nasi-raddin at-Tüsi 1. 208-10, Wallis 1. 
210-1, Saccheri 1. 211-2, Lambert 1. 212- 
3: substitutes for, “ Playfair’s” axiom (in 
Proclus) I. 220, others by Proclus 1. 207, 
220, Posidonius and Geminus 1. 220, Le- 
gendre I. 213, 214, 220, Wallis 1. 220, 
Carnot, Laplace, Lorenz, W.  Bolyai, 
Gauss, Worpitzky, Clairaut, Veronese, 
Ingrami I. 220: Post. 5 proved from, and 
compared with, “ Playfair's" Axiom J. 313- 
41 I. 30 is logical equivalent of, 1. 220 

Potts, Robert 1. 112, 246 

Prime (number): definitions of, il. 284-5: 
Aristotle on two senses of “prime” 1. 146, 
II. 285: 2 admitted as prime by Eucl. and 
Aristotle, but excluded by Nicomachus, 
Theon of Smyrna and Iamblichus, who 
make prime a subdivision of odd 11. 284-8: 
“prime and incomposite (dovrGeros)” t1. 
284: different names for prime, “ odd- 
times odd” (Theon), "linear" (Theon), 
“rectilinear” (Thymaridas), **euthyme- 
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tric” (Iamblichus) 11. 285: prime abso- 

. lutely or in themselves as distinct from 
prime to one another (Theon) 11. 283: defi- 
nitions of ‘ prime to one another" 11. 285-6 

Principles, First, I. 117-24 

Prism, definition of, by Euclid ri. 261, 
by others 111. 268-9: “ parallelepipedal 
prisms” II. 404 ; 

Problem, distinguished from theorem I. 124— 
8: problems classified according to number 
of solutions (a) one solution, ordered (re- 
Ta'yuéva) (2) a definite number, znterme- 
diate (ésa) (c) an infinite number of solu- 
tions, zerdered (draxra) 1. 128: in widest 
sense anything propounded (possible or 
not) but generally a construction which is 
possible I. 128—9: another classification 
(1) problem zz excess (mAeováfov), asking 
‘too much I. 129, (2) deficient problem (éAXt- 
wes rpd8rAnua), giving too little I. 129 

Proclus : details of career I. 29-30: remarks 
on earlier commentators I. I9, 33, 45: 
commentary on Eucl. r, sources of, I. 29— 
45, object and character of, I. 31-2: com- 
mentary probably not continued, though 
continuation intended I. 32-3, III. 521-2: 
books quoted by name in, I. 34 : famous 
“summary” 1. 37-8: list of writers quoted 
I. 44: his own contributions I. 44-5: 
character of Ms. used by. 1. 62, 63: on 
the nature of elements and things elemen- 
tary Y. 114-6: on advantages of Euclid’s 
Elements, and their object I. 115-6: on 
first principles, hypotheses, postulates, 
axioms I. 121-4: on difficulties in three 
distinctions between postulates and axioms 
I. 123: on theorems and problems I. 124—9: 
on formal divisions of proposition I. 129- 
31, II. 100: attempt to prove Postulate s, 
I. 206-8: commentary on Plato’s Republic, 
allusion in, to *side-" and *'diagonal-" 
numbers in connexion with Eucl. II. 9, ro, 
1. 399-400 : on use of ** quindecagon"" for 
astronomy II. III: IY. 4, 39, 40, 193, 247, 
269, III. 1, 10, 264, 267, 273, 310, 441,524, 


525 

Proof (arédekis), necessary part of proposi- 
tion I. 129~30 . 

Proportion: complete theory applicable to 
incommensurables as well as commensur- 
ables is due to Eudoxus I. 137, 351, II. 112: 
old (Pythagorean) theory practically repre- 
sented by arithmetical theory of Eucl. VIL, 
II. 113: in giving older theory as well 
Euclid simply followed tradition 11. 113: 
Aristotle on general proof (new in his 
time) of theorem (a/ternando) in proportion 
II. 113: X. § as connecting two theories 
II. 113: De Morgan on extension of mean- 
ing of ratio to cover incommensurables 11. 
118: power of expressing incommensurable 
ratio is power of approximation without 
limit IL. r19: interpolated definitions of 
proportion as “sameness” or “similarity 
of ratios” 11. 119: definition in v. Def. 5 
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substituted for that of vtt. Def. 20 because 
latter found inadequate, not vice versa 11. 
121: De Morgan’s defence of v. Def. & as 
necessary and sufficient II. 122-4 : V. Def. 
5 corresponds to Weierstrass’ conception 
of number in general and to Dedekind's 
theory of irrationals 11. 124-6 : alternatives 
for v. Def. 5 by a geometer-friend of Sac- 
cheri, by Faifofer, Ingrami, Veronese, 
Enriques and Amaldi II. 126: propor- 
tionals of vil. Def. 20 (numbers) a par- 
ticular case of those of v. Def. 5 (Simson’s 
Props. C, D and notes) 11. 126-9, 111. 25: 
proportion in three terms (Aristotle makes 
it four) the “least” 11. 131: "continuous" 
proportion (evrexijs or cuvnupérvyn dvaroyla, 
in Euclid é£js áváXoyov) II. 131, 293: 
three ‘‘proportions” II. 292, but propor- 
tion par excellence or primary is continuous 
or geometric 11. 292-3: ''discrete" or 
“disjoined” (degpnuéva, dre fevrypévn) 11.131, 
293: “ordered” proportion (rerayuery), 
interpolated definition of, 11. 137: *'per- 
turbed” proportion (rerapa'yuévg) 11. 136 
176-7: extensive use of proportions in 
Greek geometry H. 187 : proportions enable 
any quadratic equation with real roots to 
be solved iL. 187: supposed use of pro- 
positions of Book v. in arithmetical Books 
Il. 314, 320 > 

Proposition, formal divisions of, 1. 129-31 

Protarchus X. 5, rM. 512 

Psellus, Michael, scholia by, 1. 70, 71, IL 


234 

Pseudaria of Euclid 1. 7 : Pseudographemata 
I. 75. 

Pseudoboethius 1. 92 

Ptolemy I.: I. 1, 2: story of Euclid and 
Ptolemy I. 1 

Ptolemy, Claudius 1. 307. : Harmonica of, 
and commentary on, I. 17: on Parallel- 
Postulate I. 287., 34, 43. 45: attempt to 
prove it I. 204-6: lemma about quadri- 
lateral in circle (Simson's vi. Prop. D) 
II. 225-72 II. IIX, 117, IIQ, III. 523 

Pyramid, definitions of, by Euclid ur. 261, 
by others 111. 268 

Pyramidal numbers 11. 290: pyramids trun- 
cated, twice-truncated etc. II. 291 

Pythagoras I. 472, 36: supposed discoverer 
of the irrational I. 351, III. 1-2, 524~5, of 
application of areas Y. 343-4, III. 524, of 
theorem of I. 47, I. 343-4, 350-4, III. $24, 
of construction of five regular solids 11. 97, 
II. 524-5: story of sacrifice I. 37, 343, 
350: probable method of discovery of 1. 47 
and proof of, 1. 352-5: suggestions by Bret- 
schneider and Hankel 1. 354, by Zeutben 1. 
355-6: rule for forming right-angled tri- 
angles in rational numbers I. 351, 356-9, 
385: construction of figure equal to one and 
similar to another rectilineal figure 11. 254: 
introduced “the most perfect proportion in 
four terms and specially called ‘harmonic’ ” 
into Greece II. 112 
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Pythagoreans 1. r9, 36, 155, 188, 279: term 
for surface (xpoii) 1. 169: angles of triangle 
equal to two right angles, theorem and 
proof I. 317-20 : three polygons which in 
contact fll space round point I. 318, II. 
98: method of application of areas (includ- 
ing exceeding and falling-shorvt) Y. 343, 
384, 403, Il. 187, 258-60, 263-5, 266-7: 
gnomon Pythagorean 1. 351: "rational" 
and “irrational diameter of 5” 1. 399—400, 
III. 525 : story of Pythagorean who, having 
divulged the irrational, perished by ship- 
wreck HL 1: 7/8 as approximation to 4/2, 
II. 119: approximation to ,/2 by “‘side-” 
and ‘‘diagonal-” numbers 1. 398—400, III. 
2, 20: proof of incommensurability of 4/2, 
II. 2 : construction of isosceles triangle of 
Eucl. tv. xo, and of regular pentagon, i1. 
97-8, UI. 525: possible method of discovery 
of latter 1I. 97-9: distinguished three sorts 
of means, arithmetic, geometric and har- 
monic 11. 112: had theory of proportion 
applicable to commensurables only It. 112: 
construction of dodecahedron in sphere 11. 
97, and of other regular solids 111. 438, 
525: definitions of unit 11. 279, of even and 
odd 11. 281 : called ro ‘ perfect” 11. 294 


Qàdizàde ar-Rümi 1. 5%., 9o 

Q.E.D. (ot F.) 1. 57 

al-Qiftl 1. 4», 94 

Quadratic equations: solution assumed by 
Hippocrates 1. 386-7: geometrical solu- 
tion of particular quadratics 1. 383-5, 
386-8: solution of general quadratic by 
means of proportions I1. 187, 263-5, 266-7: 
dtopicuds or condition of possibility of solv- 
ing equation of Eucl. vi. 28, 11. 259: one 
solution only given, for obvious reasons 
Il. 260, 264, 267: but method gives both 
roots if real 11. 258: exact correspondence 
of geometrical to algebraical solution, 11. 
263-4, 266-7: indication that Greeks 
solved them numerically III. 43-4 

Quadratvix 1. 265-6, 330 

Quadrature (rerpaywvieuds) definitions of, 
I. 149 

Quadrilateral: varieties of, I. 188-90: in- 
scribing in circle of quadrilateral equi- 
angular to another 11. 91-2 : condition for 
inscribing circle in, 11. 93, 95: quadri- 
lateral in circle, Ptolemy’s lemma (Simson’s 
VI. Prop. D) Ir. 225~7: quadrilateral not 
a “ polygon ” 11. 239 

Quadrinomial (straight line), compound ir- 
rational (extension from noma!) x11. 256 

“ Quindecagon ” (fifteen-angled figure): use- 
ful for astronomy 11. rrr 

Quintilian I. 333 

Qustà b. Lüqà al-Ba'labakki, translator of 
“Books XIV, xv” 1. 76, 87, 88 


‘Radius, no Greek word for, I. 199, II. 2 
Ramus, Petrus (Pierre de la Rink i iod 
Ratdolt, Erhard 1. 78, 97 : 


Ratio: definition of, 11. 116-9, no sufficient 


ground for regarding it as spurious TI. 117, 
Barrow’s defence of it 11. 117 : method of 
transition from arithmetical to more general 
sense covering incommensurables II. 118 : 
means of exfressing ratio of incommen- 
surables is by approximation to any degree 
of accuracy 11. 119: def. of greater ratio 
only ome criterion (there are others) rr. 
130: tests for greater, equal and less ratios 
mutually exclusive II. 130-1: test for 
greater ratio easier to apply than that for 
equal ratio II. 129-30: arguments about 
greater and less ratios unsafe unless they 
go back to original definitions (Simson on 
V. 10) H. 156—7: compound ratio 11. 132-3, 
189-90, 234: operation of compounding 
ratios II. 234: ‘‘ratio compounded of their 
sides” (careless expression) II. 248: dupli- 
cate, triplicate etc. ratio as distinct from 
double, triple etc. 11. 133: alternate ratio, 
alternando 1. 134: inverse ratio, inversely 
Il. 134: composition of ratio, componendo, 
different from compounding ratios 11. 134-57 
separation of ratio, separando (commonly 
dividendo) 11. 138: conversion of ratio, 
convertendo II. 135 : ratio ex aeguali yi. 
136, ex aequali in perturbed proportion t. 
136: division of ratios used in Data as 
general method alternative to compounding 
IL. 249-50: names for particular arith- 
metical ratios II. 292 


Rational (5yrós): (of ratios) 1. 137 : ‘rational 


diameter of 5 ” I. 399-400: rational right- 
angled triangles, see right-angled triangles: 
any straight line may be taken as rational 
and the zvvational is irrational in relation 
thereto III. ro: rational straight line is 
still rational if commensurable with rational 
straight line zz square only (extension of 
meaning by Euclid) 111. to, 11-12 


Rationalisation of fractions with denominator 


of form a A/ B or fA AJ B, II. 243-82 


Rauchfuss, se Dasypodius 
Rausenberger, O. I. 157, 175, 313, IIL. 307, 


309 
ar-Razi, Abū Yüsuf Ya qüb b. Muh. 1. 86 
Reciprocal ox reciprocally-related figures: de- 


finition spurious II. 189 


Rectangle: =rectangular parallelogram 1. 


370: " rectangle contained by” t. 370 


Rectilineal angle: definitions classified 1, 


179-81: rectilineal figure 1. 187: “ recti- 
lineal segment” 1. 196 


Reductio ad absurdum 1. 134: described by 


Aristotle and Proclus 1. 136: synonyms 
for, in Aristotle 1. 136: a variety of Analy- 
sis I. 140: by exhaustion I. 285, 293: 
nominal avoidance of, I. 369: the only 
possible method of proving Eucl. 11. 1, 
II. 8 


Reduction (awaywyh), technical term, ex- 


plained by Aristotle and Proclus 1. 135: 
first “reduction” of a difficult construction 


. due to Hippocrates I. 135, 11. 133 
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Regiomontanus (Johannes Müller of Königs- 
berg) 1. 93, 96, 100 

Reyher, Samuel 1. 107 

Rhaeticus I. ror, IH. 323 

Rhomboid t. 189 

Rhombus, meaning and derivation I. 189 

Riccardi, P. 1. 96, 112, 202 

Riemann, B. 1. 219, 273, 274, 280 

Right angle: definition 1. 181: drawing 
Straight line at right angles to another, 
Apollonius’ construction for, I. 270: con- 
struction when drawn at extremity of second 
line (Heron) I. 270 

Right-angled triangles, rational: rule for 
finding, by Pythagoras 1. 356-9, by Plato 
I. 356, 357, 359, 360, 385, by Euclid 111. 
3-4: discovery of rules by means of 
gnomons I. 358-60: connexion of rules 
with Eucl. n. 4, 8, I. 360: rational right- 
angled triangles in Apastamba t. 361, 363 

Róth 1. 357-8 

Rouché and de Comberousse 1. 313 

Rudd, Capt. Thos. r. rro 

Ruellius, Joan. (Jean Ruel) 1. 100 

** Rule of three”: Eucl. vi. r2 equivalent to, 
IH. 215 : 

Russell, Bertrand 1. 227, 249 


Saccheri, Gerolamo 1. 106, 144-5, 167-8, 
185-6, 194, 197-8, 200-1, IL. 126, 130: 
proof of existence of fourth proportional by 
Eucl. vi. r, 2 and 12, II. 170 

ee b. Mas'üd b. al-Qass I. 9o 
athapatha-Brahmana 1. 362 

Savile, Henry 1. 108, 166, 245, 250, 262, 11. 


190 

Scalene (ckaNgvós or oxadnvys) 1. 187-8: of 
numbers (=odd) 1. 188: a class of solid 
numbers II. 290: of cone (Apollonius) I. 
188 

Schessler, Chr. 1. 107 

Scheubel, Joan. I. to1, 107 

Schiaparelli, G. V. 1. 163 

Schlüssel, Christoph, see Clavius 

Schmidt, Max C. P. 1. 304, 319 

Schmidt, W., editor of Heron, on Heron’s 
date I. 20-1 > 

Scholia to Ælements and MSS. of, 1. 64-74: 
historical information in, I. 64: evidence 
in, as to text 1. 64-5, 66-7: sometimes in- 
terpolated in text 1.67: classes of, “Schol. 
Vat." 1. 65-9, “Schol. Vind.” 1. 69-70, 
miscellaneous I. 71-4: **Schol. Vat.” partly 
derived from Pappus’ commentary I. 66: 
many scholia partly extracted from Proclus 
on Bk. I., 1. 66, 69, 72: many from Geminus 
solely III. 522: sources go back as far as 
Theodorus IJ. 522: numerical illustra- 
tions in, in Greek and Arabic numerals 1. 
71, III. 522: Scholia by Psellus 1. 70-1, by 
Maximus Planudes 1. 72, Joannes Pediasi- 
musI.72—3: scholia in Latin published by 
G. Valla, Commandinus, Conrad Dasypo- 
dius 1. 73: scholia on Eucl. rt. 13, I. 407: 
Scholium 1v. No. 2 ascribes Book 1v. to 





Scholium x. No. 1 attributes discover Sf-. 
irrational and incommensurable to Pytha- ` 
goreans II. 1: scholium published later 
by Heiberg attributes Scholium x. No. 62 
to Proclus IH. 521-2 : 

Scholiast to Clouds of Aristophanes 1I. 99 

Schooten, Franz van 1. 108 

Schopenhauer I. 227, 354 

Schotten, H. 1. 167, 174, 179, 192-3, 202 

Schultze, A. and Sevenoak, F. L. 111. 284, 
303, 331 

Schumacher 1. 321 

Schur, F. 1. 328 

Schweikart, F. K. t. 219 

Scipio Vegius 1. 99 

Sectio Canonis by Euclid I. £7, IL. 294-5, 
IH. 33 

Section (rouh): - Zozn£ of section I. 170, 171, 
383: “thesection” =“ golden section" g.v- 

Sector (of circle): explanation of name: two 
kinds (r) with vertex at centre, (2) with 
vertex at circumference II. 5 

Sector-like (figure) 11. 5: bisection of such a 
figure by straight line II. 5 

Seelhoff, P. mr. 527 - 

Segment of circle: angle of, 1. 253. II. 4: 
similar segments IL. 5: segment less than 
semicircle called &yís 1. 187 

Semicircle: 1. 186: centre of, 1. 186: angle 
of, X. 182, 253, Il. 4, 39-41 (see Angle): 
angle in semicircle a right angle, pre- 
Euclidean proof it. 63 

Separation of ratio, Oualpecis débyou, and 
separando (Bwóvr) 11. 135: separando and 
componendo used relatively to one another, 
not to original ratio 11. 168, 170 

Segt 1. 304 

Serenus of Antinoeia I. 203 

Serle, George I. 110 

Servais, C. IH. 527 

Setting-out (Éx8ecis), one of formal divisions 
of a proposition I. 129: may be omitted 1. 
130 

Sexagesimal fractions in scholia III. 523 

Sextus Empiricus I. 62, 63, 184 

Shamsaddin as-Samarqandi I. 57%., 89 

t“ Side-" and ‘‘diagonal-” numbers, described 
I. 398-400: due to Pythagoreans 1. 400, 
HI. 2, 20: connexion with Eucl. II. 9, ro, 
I. 398-400: use for approximation to 4/2, 


I. 3 

“Side of a medial minus a medial area” (in 
Euclid “ that which produces with a medial 
area a medial whole"), a compound ir- 
rational straight line: biquadratic of which 
it is a root III. 7: defined 111. 165-6: 
uniquely formed III. 174-7: equivalent to 
square root of sist% apotome III. 209-11 

*t Side of a medial minus a rational area” (in 
Euclid “that which produces with a rational 
area a medial whole”), a compound ir- 
rational straight line: biquadratic of which 
it is a root IIL 7: defined 311, 164: 
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. uniquely formed 111. 173-4: equivalent to 
square root of fifth apotome ill. 206-8 
“Side of a rational plus a medial area,” a 
compound irrational straight line: biquad- 
ratic equation of which it is a root III. 7: 
defined 111. 88-9: uniquely divided 111. 99: 
equivalent to square root of fifth binomial 
III. 84, 128-9 

“Side of the sum of two medial areas,” a 
compound irrational straight line: biquad- 
ratic of which it is a root 111. 7: defined 
IH. 89-91: uniquely divided 111. 99-101: 
equivalent to square root of sixth binomial 
III. 84, 130-1 

“Side” used in translation of Book x. for 7 
duvayévn (rd xwplov), “side of a square 
equal to (the area)" III. 13, rrg 

Sides of plane and solid numbers, 11. 287-8 

Sigboto 1. 94 

**Similar" (=equal) angles I. 182, 252 

** Similarly inclined” (of planes) 111. 260, 265 

Similar plane and solid numbers t. 357, 11. 
293: one mean between two similar plane 
numbers 11. 294, 371—2, two means between 
two similar solid numbers II. 294, 373-5 

Similar rectilineal figures: def. of, given in 
Aristotle 11, 188: def. gives at once too 
little and too much 1x. 188: similar figures 
on straight lines which are proportional 
are themselves proportional and conversely 
(VI. 22), alternatives for proposition II. 
242—7 

Similar segments of circles 11. 5 

Similar solids: definitions of, 111. 261, 265-7 

Simon, Max 1. 108, 155, 157-8, 167, 202, 
328, Il. 124, 134 

Simplicius: commentary on Euclid 1. 27-8: 
on lunes of Hippocrates 1. 29, 35, 386-7: 
on Eudemus' style 1. 35, 38: on parallels 
I. 190-1: I. 22, 167, 171, 184, 185, 197, 
203, 228, 224, III. 366 

Simpson, Thomas, 11. 121, ITI. 274 

Simson, Robert: on Euclid's Porisms 1. 14: 
on ‘‘vitiations” in /ezzezzs due to Theon 
I. 46, 103, 104, 106, 111, 148: definition 
of plane 1. r72-3: Props. C, D (Bk. v.) 
connecting proportionals of vIr. Def. 20 as 
particular case with those of v. Def. 5, 11. 
126-9, III. 25: Axioms to Bk. v., II. 137: 
Prop. B (inversion) 11. 144: Prop. E (con- 
vertendo) I1. 175: shortens v. 8 by com- 
pressing two cases into one IL 152-3: 
important note showing flaw in v. 10 and 
giving alternative IL 156-7: Bk. vi. 
Prop. A extending VI. 3 to case where 
external angle bisected II. 197: Props. B, 
C, D mn. 222-7: remarks on VI. 27-9, I1. 
258-9: Prop. D, Book X1., 111.345: 1. 185, 
186, 255, 259, 287, 293, 296, 322, 328, 
384, 387, 403, II. 2, 3, 8, 22, 23, 33, 34, 
37: 43> 49: 53. 7% 73: 79, 90, 117, 131, 
132, 140, 143-4, 148; 146, 148, 154, 161, 
162, 163, 165, 170—2, 177, 179, 180, 182, 
183, 184, 185, 186, 189, 193, 195, 209, 211, 
212, 230-1, 238, 252, 269, 270, 272—3, IH. 
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265, 266, 273-4, 275, 276, 286-7, 289, 295, 
301, 309. 3814, 325, 324, 327, 331, 334 
340, 341, 349) 351, 359: 362: 375: 433: 434 

Sind b. Ali Abū 't-Taiyib 1. 86 

Size, proper translation df andtxétys in v. 
Def..3, 11. 116-7, 189-90 

Smith and Bryant, alternative proofs of v. 16, 
17, I8 by means of V1. 1, where magnitudes 
are straight lines or rectilineal areas IT. 
165-6, 169, 173-4: I. 404, III. 268, 275, 
284, 303, 307 

Solid: definition of, 111. 260, 262-3: similar 
solids, definitions of, II. 261, 265-7: 
equal and similar solids, zózg. 

Solid angle: definitions of, 111. 261, 267-8: 
solid “angle” of “quarter of sphere,” of 
cone, or of half-cone 111. 268 

“Solid loci” 1. 329, 330: Sold Loci of 
Aristaeus I. 16, 329 

Solid numbers, three varieties according to 
relative lengths of sides 11. 290~1 

“Solid problems” 1. 329, 330 

Speusippus I. 125 

Sphaerica, early treatise on, I. 17 

Sphere: definitions of, by Euclid iri. 261, 
269, by others 111. 269 

Spherical number, a particular species of cube 
number II. 291 

Spiral, **single-turn," 1.122-3 »., 164-5: in 
Pappus=cylindrical helix I. 165 

Spiral of Archimedes 1. 26, 267 

Spire (tore) or Spiric surface 1. 163, 1793 
varieties of, 1. 163 

Spiric curves or sections, 
Perseus I. 161, 162-4 

Square number, product of equal numbers 
IL. 289, 29:1: one mean between square 
numbers It. 294, 363-4 

Staudt, Ch. von III. 276 

Steenstra, Pybo 1. rog 

Steiner, Jakob 1. 193 

Steinmann, Johann m1. 523 

Steinmetz, Moritz I. ror, III. 523 

Steinschneider, M. 1. 877, 76 sqq. 

Stephanus Gracilis I. ro1-2 

Stephen Clericus 1. 47 

Stevin, Simon 111. 8 

Stifel, Michael ur. 8 

Stobaeus I. 3, II. 280 

Stoic “axioms” 1. 41, 221: Z/hestratrons (Sely- 
Hara) I. 329 

Stolz, O. 1. 328, III. 16 

Stone, E. I. 105 

Straight line: pre-Euclidean (Platonic) de- 
finition 1. 165-6: Archimedes’ assumption 
respecting, I. 166: Euclid’s definition, inter- 
preted by Proclus and Simplicius 1. 166-7: 
language and construction of, 1. 167, and 
conjecture as to origin 1. 168: other defi- 
nitions I. 168-9, in Heron 1. 168, by Leib- 
niz 1. 169, by Legendre I. 169: two straight 
lines cannot enclose a space I. 195-6, can- 
not have a common segment I. 196-9, IIL 
273: one or two cannot make a figure I. 
169, 183: division of straight line into any 


discovered by 
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number of equal parts (an-Nairizi) 1. 326: 
straight line at right angles to plane, defi- 
nition of, III. 260, alternative constructions 
for, III. 293-4 

Strómer, Marten 1. 113 

Studemund, W. 1. 927. 

St Vincent, Gregory of, I. 401, 404 

Subduplicate of any ratio found by Eucl. vi. 
I3, IL. 216 

Subtend, meaning and construction I. 249, 
283. 350 

Suidas I. 370, 111. 366, 438, 525 

Sulaiman b.'Usma (or 'Uqba) 1. 85, 9o 

Superposition: Euclid’s dislike of method 
of, I. 225, 249: apparently assumed by 
Aristotle as legitimate 1. 226: used by 
Archimedes 1. 225: objected to by Pele- 
tarius I. 249: no use theoretically, but 
merely furnishes Jractical test of equality I. 
227: Bertrand Russell on, t. 227, 24 

Surface: Pythagorean term for, pord (=co- 
lour, or skin)T. 169: terms for, in Plato and 
Aristotle 1. 169: émigaveca in Euclid (not 
érlredov) 1. 169: alternative definition of, 
in Aristotle 1. 170: produced by motion of 
line 1. 170: divisions or sections of solids 
are surfaces I. 170, 171: classifications of 
surfaces by Heron and Geminus I. 170: 
composite, incomposite, simple, mixed 1. 
170: spiric surfaces I. 163, 170: homoeo- 
meric kaion surfaces I. 170: spheroids 
I. 170: plane surface, see plane: loci on 
surfaces I. 329, 330 

Surface-loct of Euclid 1. 15, 16, 330: Pappus’ 
lemmas on, 1. 15, 16 

Susemihl, F. III. 523 

Suter, H. 1. 82., gm, 172., 18z2., 2525, 
782., 85-9o, III. 3 

Suvoroff, Pr. 1. 113 

Swinden, J. H. van 1. 169, 11. 188 

Sylvester, J. 111. 527 

Synthesis, see Analysis and Synthesis 

Syrianus I. 30, 44, 176, 178 


Tacquet, André 1. roa, 105, irr, IL 121, 
258 

Táittiriya-Samhità 1. 362 

Tannery, P. 1. 77., 37-40, 44: 160, 163, 221, 
223, 224, 225, 232, 305, 353, II. 112, 113, 
II. I, 5, 524. 

Tarikh al-Hukamé i. 4m. 

Tartaglia, Niccolò 1. 3, 103, 106, Il. 2, 47 

Taurinus, F. A. 1. 219 

Taurus I. 62, 184 

Taylor, H. M. 1. 248, 377-8, 404, 11. 16, 22, 
29, 56, 75, 102, 227, 244, 247, 272, III. 
268, 275, 303, 491—2, 498 

Taylor, Th. 1. 259 

Tetrahedron, regular: 11. 98: problem of 
inscribing in given sphere, Euclid's solu- 
tion III. 467—72, Pappus’ solution HI. 472-3 

Thabit b. Qurra, translator of Zlemends 1. 
Qn., 42, 75-80, 82, 84, 87, 94: proof of I. 
47, L 864—5 

Thales 1. 36, 37, 185, 252, 253, 278, 317, 
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318, 319, Il. 111, 280: on distance of ship 
from shore I. 304-5 

Theaetetus I. t, 37: contributions to theory 
of incommensurables 11. 3: Eucl X. 9 
attributed to, III. 3, 30: supposed to have 
discovered octahedron and icosahedron 111. 
438: was the first to write a treatise on 
regular solids III. 438, 525: III. 442 

Theodorus Antiochita I. 71 

Theodorus Cabasilas 1. 72 

Theodorus of Cyrene: proved incommen- 


surability of ./3, »/5 etc. up to NIJ n1. 
I, 2, 522, 524-5 

Theodorus Metochita, I. 3 

Theodosius It. 37, IHI. 269, 366, 472 

Theognis 1. 371 

Theon of Alexandria: edition of Elements t. 
46: changes made by, I. 46: Simson on 
** vitiations" by, I. 46: principles for detect- 
ing his alterations, by comparison of P, 
ancient papyri and “Theonine” Mss. 1. 
51-3: character of changes by, I. 54-8: 
interpolation in V. 13 and Porism I. 144: 
interpolated Porism to v1. 20, 11. 239: ad- 
ditions to VI. 33 (about sectors) 11. 274-6: 
IL 43, 109, 117, IIQ, 149, 152, 161, 186, 
190, 234, 235, 240, 242, 256, 262, 311, 
322, 412, III. 823 

Theon of Smyrna: 1. 172, 357, 358, 371, 
398, II. 111, 119, 279, 280, 281, 284, 285, 
286, 288, 289, 290, 291, 292, 293. 294, 
III. 2, 263, 273 

Theorem and problem, distinguished by 
Speusippus 1. 125, Amphinomus I. 125, 
128, Menaechmus I. 125, Zenodotus, Posi- 
donius 1. 126, Euclid 1. 126, Carpus 1. 127, 
128: views of Proclus 1. 127-8, and of 
Geminus I. 128: "'general" and "'not- 
general" (or partial) theorems (Proclus) 1. 
325 

Theudius of Magnesia 1. 117 

Thibaut, B. F. 1.321 

Thibaut, C.: On Sulvasütras I. 360, 363-4 

Thompson, Thomas Perronet I. 112 

Thrasyllus 11. 292 

Thucydides 1. 333 

Thymaridas 11. 279, 285 

Tibbon, Moses b. 1. 76 

Timaeus of Plato 11. 97-8, 294-5, 363, 111. 
525 

Tiraboschi I. 942. 


‘Tittel, K. 1. 39 


Todhunter, I. I. 112, 189, 246, 258, 277, 
283, 293, 298, 307, II. 3, 7, 22: 49) 81, 52, 
67, 73, 90, 99, 172, 195, 202, 204, 208, 
259, 271, 272, 300 

Tonstall, Cuthbert 1. 100 

Tore 1. 163 

Transformation of areas I. 346—7, 410 

Trapezium: Euclid’s definition his own 1. 
189: further division into trapezia and 
trapezoids (Posidonius, Heron) 1. 189-90: 
a theorem on area of parallel-trapezium 1. 
338-9: nameapplied to truncated pyramidal 
numbers (Theon of Smyrna) 11. 291 
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Treasury of Analysis (&vaħvóuevos TóTos) 1. 
8, 10, 11, 138 

Trendelenburg, F. A. I. 1467., 148, 149 

Treutlein, P. 1. 358-60 

Triangle: seven species of, I. 188: ‘‘four- 
sided” triangle, called also *'barb-like" 
(&«t80c186s) and (by Zenodorus) kocvoryavtov 
I. 27, 188: construction of isosceles and 
scalene triangles 1. 243: Heron’s proof 
of expression for area in terms of sides, 
Js(s-a)(s-2)(s—2), 1. 87-8: right- 
angled triangle which is half of equilateral 
triangle used forconstruction of tetrahedron, 
octahedron and icosahedron (7imaeus of 
Plato) 11. 98 

Triangular numbers 11. 289 

Trihedral angles: conditions of equality 111. 
311-2: symmetrical trihedral angles 111. 
312 

Trimedial (straight line), first and second, 
corresponding to ġimedial 111. 257-8 

Trinomial (straight line), extension from 
binomial Itt. 256 

Triplicate, distinct from ¢vifie, ratio 11. 133 

Trisection of an angle I. 265-7 

at-Tisi, see Nasiraddin 


Unger, E. S. 1. 108, 169 

Unit: definitions of, by Thymaridas, **some 
Pythagoreans," Chrysippus, Aristotle and 
others Ir. 279: Euclid’s definition that of 
the “more recent" writers II. 279: movds 
connected etymologically by Theon of 
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